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Foreword
The purpose of this International Evaluation is to consider the future development of 
the National Archives Service within the general context of the Finnish Information 
 Society and according to the remit set out by the terms of reference given to the Panel 
by the Ministry of Education. The Panel has striven to understand the role and current 
work of the National Archives Service, its strengths, its opportunities and, of course, the 
great challenges facing it. In particular it has concentrated on the areas that need further 
 development, given the great changes at present taking place in Finnish Society and 
the global information revolution. Our comparators, in so far as they are relevant, have 
been world-wide but are derived in particular from the Nordic and northern European 
 countries from which the Panel themselves come.
We would like to thank all those who have assisted us in the evaluation, which has been 
based on an excellent series of site visits and interviews. These covered not only the work 
of the National Archives Service but also gave us the chance to seek information from, and 
obtain the views of, many of its stakeholders, notably within government itself as record 
creators and as ministries with responsibilities for information and administrative policies. 
Our discussions with other public authorities, universities, polytechnics, private archives 
and individual scholarly researchers and genealogists were also very productive. We have 
received briefings on all the issues identified and have even requested more evaluation 
documentation, which has invariably been delivered in a helpful and timely way. 
We would not have been able to do this wider ranging evaluation without the 
 indefatigable support of the Director-General Jussi Nuorteva and his senior colleagues 
and the staff themselves at the National Archives Service. In particular we would like to 
thank Leena Airola as secretary to the National Steering Committee, on which Deputy 
Director Raimo Pohjola also serves, and which is chaired by Director Sakari Karjalainen 
of the Ministry of Education, for their unfailing support of the Panel’s work. Leena Airola, 
who guided us through our schedule of interviews and visits so admirably, deserves special 
mention.  
The abiding mission of the National Archives Service for the country and its people has 
not changed in its purpose from the period of the earlier Evaluation of 1996, although 
what it must do to accomplish this is perhaps more difficult than it was ten years ago. Its 
role as the guardian of national recorded heritage and current records management, the 
future history of the country, is as every bit as vital today as it was then. 
Our views, for which we are solely responsible, are to be seen in support of this natio-
nally important role and we hope that we have reflected faithfully what we have been told, 
read and observed in our visits to Finland over the past year. We thank you for inviting us 
to do this Evaluation which has been a valuable exercise for the members of the Panel all 
of whom have learnt much of use to them in their own work as well.
Sarah Tyacke 
(chair)
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The recommendations listed here are the major ones 
that reflect the Panel’s understanding of the wider 
 informational, educational, cultural, administrative and 
governmental issues, to which the National Archives 
Service (NAS) makes a significant contribution. 
The detailed arguments for these recommendations, 
 together with additional comments on other aspects 
of professional activity, are set out in the relevant 
 sections of the main report.
The Vitally Important Role  
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1 Introduction:  
Background to  
the Evaluation
The National Archives in Helsinki and the seven 
 Provincial Archives constitute the National Archives 
Service of Finland, which is an Agency of the Ministry 
of Education.  The task of the National Archives Service 
(abbreviated to NAS, as appropriate) is to secure the 
preservation of official records and private papers as 
an important part of the national heritage and of the 
collective national memory.  It also promotes the use 
of archival material for research by academic scholars, 
family historians and the general public.  In order to 
carry out these fundamental tasks, it has to be actively 
engaged at all stages of the document life-cycle – from 
the creation of a record to its final disposal or selection 
for permanent preservation because of its enduring 
historical value.  This is especially true in relation to 
the growing number of electronic records.  The NAS 
provides guidance to public bodies and private institu-
tions on how to organise their records and archives.
In 1996 NAS was evaluated for the first time by 
an international panel, which made wide-ranging 
 recommendations in the areas of legal authority and 
mission, records management, electronic records, 
 preservation, access, records storage, archival 
 training, and succession planning.1 Several important 
 developments have taken place since the last 
 evaluation, notably the following: 
1 The National Archives Services of Finland: An Evaluation 
(April 1996), pp. 30–33.




































2 NAS Annual Report 2004, pp. 5, 57.






The timing of this evaluation in 2005-06 has enabled 
the panel not only to learn more about the progress 
made since the first evaluation ten years ago but also 
to assess how the National Archives Service is facing 
up to the challenges of the Information Age.
The panel wishes to acknowledge that the findings 
of the 1996 evaluation have provided an indispensable 
point of departure for their own work ten years later. 
Without the earlier evaluation it would undoubtedly 





2 Process of  
the Evaluation
2.1 Organisation
This evaluation was arranged and funded by the 
Ministry of Education (see Appendix A).  The 
 organisation of the evaluation comprised an inter-
national evaluation panel, comprising Mrs Sarah 
 Tyacke (Chair), Professor Eric Ketelaar and Professor 
John Herstad, with Dr David Leitch acting as Secretary 
(see Appendix B for full biographies). The Ministry 
of Education has appointed a Steering Committee, 
 chaired by Director Sakari Karjalainen, to plan, 
 support and follow up the execution of the evaluation. 
The Steering Committee members are Director-
 General Jussi Nuorteva (National Archives Service), 
Deputy Director-General Raimo Pohjola (National 
Archives Service), Programme Director Katrina 
 Harjuhahto-Madetoja (Prime Minister’s Office), 
Counsellor Katju Holkeri (Ministry of Finance), 
 Senior Research Officer Leena Airola and Senior 
Adviser Irma Reijonen (Ministry of Education). 
Ms Leena Airola organised much of the Panel’s 
work, including the commissioning and distribution of 
evaluation documents, the organisation of interviews 
and visits, and assisted by providing the additional 
material and tables needed for the completion of this 
evaluation.
International Evaluation of the National Archives Service of Finland
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The Terms of Reference are set out in full at Appendix 
A.
The Panel has conducted this evaluation in the 
wider context of the policies of the Government of 
Finland, including the Productivity Programme, 
State Information Technology Management, and the 
Strategy of the Ministry of Education.
2.3 Review Process
The evaluation was carried out by an international 
Panel of three independent high-level experts in 
records and archives management at a national and 
international level – Mrs Sarah Tyacke (Chair), 
 Professor Eric Ketelaar, and Professor John Herstad. 
Dr David Leitch acted as Secretary. Full biographies 
can be found at Appendix B.
The review was based on information derived from 
desk research, interviews and visits. A full list of the 
evaluation documents that the Panel considered can 
be found at Appendix C.
The process included a preliminary visit by the 
Chair of the Panel to Finland (6– December 2004 
and two visits by all Panel members (25–29 October 
and 11–16 December 2005).  The Panel interviewed 
a total of 75 people. A full list of interviewees can be 
found at Appendix D.
2.2 Objectives
As commissioned by the Ministry of Education and 
detailed in the Terms of Reference (see Appendix A), 
the purpose of this evaluation is to support further 
development of the National Archives Service and 
Finnish information management policies.  The 

























3 The National  
Archives Service  
in Finland and its  
Vitally Important  
Role in Public Policy
3.1 Historical Background
The National Archives are the central archival 
 institution in Finland, whose roots can be traced to the 
archives of the Imperial Senate, which was the highest 
domestic authority in Finland during the Russian 
 period. The first archivist was appointed by the Senate 
in 117, and the Archives of the Senate were renamed 
the State Archives of Finland in 169. The seven 
Provincial Archives were established between 1927 
and 19744. Together they form the National Archives 
Service of Finland (hereafter abbreviated to NAS).
The holdings of the National Archives contain 
 documents from the Middle Ages to the present time. 
The oldest document, a letter of protection given by 
King Birger of Sweden to the women of Carelia, is 
dated 1316. The archival materials relating to Finland 
ceded by Sweden after the Peace of Hamina (109) 
are in effect the foundation collections of the National 
Archives. 
4 Jari Lybeck, The Provincial Archives: Tasks and Trends, Report, 
9.12.2005
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The first Archives Act was passed in 1939. Today 
the activities of the National Archives Service are 
 regulated by the 1994 Archives Act (31/94) and 
Decree on National Archive Service (32/94).
3.2 Current Operations
The following information about the National 
 Archives Service in 2004 provided some of the back-














The Panel wishes to compliment the National 
 Archives Service on the publication of its strategy for 
the period up to 20106. It is admirably comprehensive 
in its coverage of all the main areas of professional 
 activity and also gives NAS a very clear sense of 
 direction. Most of the recommendations made by the 
Panel in this evaluation are intended not to question 
the fundamental strategy, but to help NAS implement 
it more quickly and effectively.  As the evaluation 





in some respects, the Strategy describes an ideal state 
of affairs and that the current situation is, as it might 
be expected, much more challenging.
3.4 The Vitally Important  
Role of NAS in Public Policy
The Panel has considered the Strategy in the wider 
context of public policy, including IT management 
in government and the wider public sector, the 
 productivity action plans and the various initiatives 
across government in information and IT strategies 
that make up the Finnish Information Society 
 programmes.7 Part of the purpose of this evaluation is 
to make the links between the activities of NAS and 
these government programmes even more explicit, in 
order to demonstrate why it is essential to enhance the 
role of NAS in these areas.
The NAS Strategy notes that ‘the introduction of 
electronic case management systems in the private and 
public sectors profoundly changes prevailing practi-
ces in records management and long-term document 
preservation’. NAS is well placed to play a full part in 
developing best practice in information management 
throughout the public sector, resulting in shared servi-
ces across government ministries and efficient savings, 
as well as greater accountability to citizens.
In relation to documents and records management 
systems, the role of NAS stretches right across all 
ministries, boards and agencies within central 
government. It should play an integral part in the 
administration of government and in this regard 
should not only set standards or norms and give 
advice and guidance, both for the management of 
paper files and registries and the processing of newly 
created electronic records, but should also be more 
5 NAS Annual Report 2004, pp. 5, 57.
6 Strategy of the National Archives Service 2010
7  Panel interviews with Mr Jaakko Kuusela (Productivity Programme Manager, Ministry of Finance), and Ms Leena Honka (State IT 
Director, Ministry of Finance), 14.12.2005 This is the State IT strategy being formulated by the State IT director Leena Honka from 
the Ministry of Finance who informed the Panel about the strategy for the period 2005-11. The panel received an account of the 
Information Society initiative from the Progamme Director Katrina Harjuhahto-Madetoja of the Prime minister’s Office on 27.10.2005. 
The Panel  also learnt of  the Advisory Committee on Information Management in Public Administration ( JUHTA) under the auspices 
of the Ministry of the Interior to promote cooperation between the State and the Municipalities (Web page 26.10.2005).
8 Strategy 2010, p.6
1
pro-active at this critical phase by working in partner-
ship with records management staff at the ministries. 
NAS has the necessary powers to act in these ways, 
but often seems unable to do so owing to internal 
resource constraints and other conflicting priorities. 
If it were able to carry out this underpinning pan- 
government role more pro-actively, then it would 
be in a position to assist government in not wasting 
resources on electronic systems which then may fail to 
meet the requirements of current business needs and, 
where appropriate, long-term preservation.
The Panel was, therefore, extremely concerned to 
be told that NAS is apparently not involved in the 
formal steering group charged with the development 
of the government’s new IT strategy for 2006. We 
recommend that this omission should be remedied 
immediately so that advice from NAS in the 
 Electronic Document and Records Management 
(EDRM) field is available now and before systems, 
which may prove themselves unable to meet the ne-
cessary business and long-term preservation needs, 
are implemented. The Panel has learnt of at least one 
case of a failed system in a major ministry where the 
fall-back option of a ‘print to paper’ policy has had to 
be activated.9
The Panel’s anxieties were increased when it was 
noted that in one ministry (the Department of 
Trade and Industry), it is necessary to print out copies 
of records relating to European Union matters, even 
though these records are held digitally by the Prime 
Minister’s Office – this amounts to two filing cabinets 
a year of paper documents. This is one example of 
wasteful duplication and of the scope for increased 
administrative efficiency, leading to savings on storage 
costs.
The Panel understands that a group of four 
ministries is now pressing ahead with a common 
procurement for an EDRM system.  Although the 
requirements of the NAS’s SÄHKE project are being 
taken on board, NAS itself is playing no direct role. 
This seems to the Panel to increase significantly the 
risk that the group purchases a system which turns 
out not to be fit either for immediate business or 
long-term preservation purposes.
The Panel, therefore, strongly recommends 
that the Ministry of Finance, together with the 
Prime Minister’s Office, should adopt a phased 
 approach to the introduction of EDRM system 
throughout central government as part of the cross- 
government IT strategy being developed by 
the Ministry of Finance and that the National 
Archives Service should be explicitly tasked with 
 advising and monitoring the progress of Ministries 
and Agencies in this critical area.
The Panel acknowledges that the introduction 
of EDRM systems across government would entail 
certain set-up costs, and that in addition existing staff 
would require re-skilling and training. In the lon-
ger run, however, it would be possible to rationalise 
and streamline the present arrangements for paper 
registries in central government.
The initial set-up costs of EDRM could be met 
by identifying savings in the current arrangements 
for the storage of paper records.  The Panel learnt 
from Senate Properties and the Ministry of Finance 
that a Facilities Management Plan is currently being 
considered as part of the overall Productivity Plan. 









The Panel recommends that Ministries and Agencies 
should be encouraged to find savings in the storage of 
paper records, in conjunction with Senate Properties, 
which could then be allocated to the introduction 
of EDRM systems as part of the Government’s 




9 Panel interview: Manu Herna (Ministry of the Interior), 26.10. 2005
10 The Panel was shown figures indicating that the cost of archival accommodation in Helsinki is 1.2 euros per linear metre/month, 
compared with 0.7 euros per month in the provincial archives (on an average). Paper submitted to the Panel 1.12. 2005
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The Panel also recommends that some of these 
potential efficiency savings should be allocated to 
the Ministry of Education, so that they provide 
the National Archives Service with the additional 
funding which it will need to carry out its more 
 proactive advisory and monitoring role in this area.
Clearly, the Government of Finland places great 
emphasis on its educational strategy.  A knowledgeab-
le population with skills in ICT will help Finland 
withstand increased international competition in the 
Information Age and in the global market-place.  As 
the Strategy of NAS recognises, ‘along with libraries 
and museums, the National Archives Service is po-
tentially an important e-service provider of informa-
tion on Finnish society and cultural heritage’.11 The 
development of NAS’s online services, in particular 
digitisation workforce, would make an important 
contribution to the teaching of the school curriculum 
and lifelong learning, as well as to academic research.
Digitisation is not a luxury item that can be 
overlooked in the face of other, apparently more 
pressing, priorities. Finns will in effect be deprived of 
full access to their cultural heritage unless the most 
popular and important material is made available over 
the Internet.  Without major digitisation program-
mes, the cultural heritage will languish as an under- 
exploited resource, which can be consulted only by 
the comparatively small minority who are able and 
willing to consult the original archives. Digitisation 
is a tremendous opportunity to open up archives 
to entirely new online audiences and to enliven the 
teaching of Finnish history and culture at all levels.
The Panel recommends that progress with 
NAS’s digital content and e-service plans should be 
accelerated as rapidly as possible, and that user 
groups should be consulted on the formulati-
on and implementation of future digitisation 
programmes.
However, in both of these areas – electronic 
 records management and online services – there are 
significant gaps between the potential role of NAS 
and its current activity. In this report the Panel will 
make recommendations intended to reduce and then 
to eliminate those gaps.
11 Strategy 2010, p.14
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4 Legislative and  
Regulatory Framework
The mission and methods of the National Archives 
Service are regulated by the Archives Act (31/1994) 
and Decree on National Archive Service (32/1994) 
with subsequent amendments.
The Panel considers that the existing legislative 
and regulatory framework does not enable the 
 National Archives Service to carry out in full its 
mission ‘to ensure the preservation and availability 
of records belonging to the national cultural 
heritage’.12 In particular it has the following gaps. 
The 1994 Act covers only partially the records 
of Parliament and its bodies. Only sections 6,7 and 
 (1)–(2) apply to them. This means that appraisal 
and destruction of their records are not subject to the 
National Archives’ approval and that the National 
Archives are not entitled to inspect the records and 
archives management of these bodies.
The records of the President of the Republic 
fall under a special regime that is, in principle, in 
accordance with the 1994 Archives Act. Although 
all public records of the presidency are regularly 
 transferred to National Archives, the Panel were not 
presented with any convincing argument why the 
presidential archives should enjoy a special legal 
status.
12 Strategy 2010, p.5
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S.14 of the Act exempts ‘records created in the 
 administration of foreign affairs and national defence’ 
from transfer to the National Archives. In practice, 
 however, the Ministry for Foreign Affairs has already 
transferred the records of embassies and consulates to the 
 Provincial Archives at Joensuu, while it has in principle 
been determined that, subject to agreement on the 
financial settlement, the Military Archives (under 
the Ministry of Defence) should be merged with the 
National Archives. Since the Ministry for Foreign 
Affairsand the Ministry of Defence appear in practice 
increasingly to rely on the professional expertise of the 
National Archives Service, we question the expediency 
of these exemptions, which are more honoured in 
the breach than the observance, and we recommend 
that they should be removed.
Also exempt are the records of the Evangeli-
cal-Lutheran Church, to which about 5% of the 
 population belong. According to the Church Code, the 
Church applies the Act on Openness of Government 
Activities.13 The Church’s records management manual 
has been developed in consultation with the National 
Archives Service. However, there is no guarantee that 
the vital records of the Evangelical-Lutheran Church 
(including the registers of births, marriages and deaths) 
are kept in good order by professionally qualified staff 
and in accordance with generally accepted records 
management standards.
Evangelical-Lutheran parishes may deposit with the 
National Archives Service records that are 100 years 
old. This is, however, not generally practised. While 
there are currently 549 parishes, the National Archives 
and the Provincial Archives keep the archives of only 
366 parishes, many of which are no longer in existen-
ce and therefore not included in the former number. 
Only some 100 parishes have transferred records of 
less than 100 years old, in nearly all cases excluding 
from transfer the population registers of less than 100 
years. Some parishes, however, seem to be willing 
to transfer younger records as well as population 
 registers, but the National Archives Service has been 
reluctant to accept such transfers, because it would 
mean an increase in information services (in particular 
with respect to the population registers extracts, which 
have to delivered within two weeks after the request 
has been made). The Panel, however, believes that 
an earlier transfer of church records and the ensuing 
 delivery of public services would enhance the societal 
standing of the NAS, and, moreover, offer a better 
guarantee for the long-term preservation of these vital 
records. We therefore recommend a more proactive 
policy with regard to transfer of church records.
The Panel recommends that these discrepancies 
in the scope of the Act should be considered and 
rectified so that these church records should be made 
subject to the provisions of the 1994 Act and to the 
oversight of the National Archives Service.
For other public records the Act prescribes transfer 
to the National Archives Service but does not specify 
any time by which transfer should take place – this is 
regulated by the National Archives Service (the former 
Archives Decree 1012/1 prescribed transfer of records 
after 50 years as a main rule). We understand that 
there is a need for flexibility here on the part of 
both the governmental agencies and the National 
Archives Service to manage the flow of records over the 
years but a terminal date is in our view more effective 
in controlling this flow than the absence of such a 
terminal date. It allows for a proper programme 
of arranging, listing and accessioning in both the 
governmental agencies and the National Archives 
Service and thus ensures the better protection of the 
official record of the country. In practice, the National 
Archives Service usually arranges for the transfer of 
the archives when they are 40 years old – a period 
which, in the European context, is rather long. For 
example, the general retention period in Bulgaria is 
10 years, in Estonia and the Netherlands 20 years, 
and in Denmark, Iceland and the United Kingdom 
30 years.
There are significant disadvantages in having trans-
fers take place at such a late stage. Access to secret 
official documents transferred to an archival 
institution, is granted more liberally than when 
13 Eljas Orrman, ‘Legislation Concerning Access to Secrecy of Official Records, Archives and Personal Data in the Nordic Count-
ries’, Comma, 2004.1, p.116. 
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the documents are still kept by the creating agency 
(section 27 of the Act on Openness of Government 
Activities).14
The longer the retention period is, the greater the 
risk that the creating agency loses interest in records 
no longer needed for the conduct of current business 
and there is some emerging evidence that this can lead 
to a lack of arrangement and/or cataloguing. The risk 
can be reduced through frequent advisory inspections 
by NAS. However, this is a resource-intensive activity. 
In addition, the long length of retentions in ministries 
and agencies encourages the view that the National 
Archives Service should not be involved in the earliest 
stages in records management, a formidable obstacle 
when electronic records management systems are 
being introduced. These require the active setting 
of standards and practical advice from archival and 
records management experts at the installation 
 stage, to avoid the misuse of funds in procuring an 
unworkable records management system.
The Panel recommends that an explicit time 
for the transfers of records of enduring historical 
value to the National Archives Service should be 
 stipulated in the Act at the earliest opportunity and 
that in any case that administratively the decision 
should be taken that these transfers should take place 
no later than 25 years after their creation.
The Panel’s strong preference is that the proposed 
25 year transfer rule should be formally enacted 
in legislation, as this would be by far the most 
 effective way of ensuring that ministries and agencies 
 adhered to it. In any case the Panel believes that the 
adoption of a new 25 year rule by administrative 
action which the Panel believes is possible under 
current legislation should be enacted now.
The Panel recognises that the records storage 
 implications of this recommendation are significant 
and the options are explored in the section on 
 Accommodation at page 37 below.
Although the application of the Personal Data 
Act 1999 may be considered beyond the scope of 
the Panel’s remit, we are nevertheless concerned that 
S.18 of this Act allows the data subject to prohibit the 
 processing of his/her data for genealogical research. 
We consider that this provision may seriously inhibit 
the healthy development of genealogical and other 
historical or scientific research in Finland.
According to the Population Information Act 
(507/1993), information in the automated population 
information systems becomes part of the public 
 domain when 25 years have passed since the death 
of the person in question (section 33 a). The same 
term applies to the popular registers kept by the 
 Lutheran church prior to 1999 (section 43); these 
 registers are open for genealogical and other historical 
or scientific research.15 The National Archives Service 
 however, applies Section 27 of the Act on Openness of 
Government Activities to these records. That section 
allows access to normally secret documents which 
have been transferred to an archival institution, 
provided the person who has gained access undertakes 
“in writing not to use the document to the detriment 
or defamation of the person whom it concerns, nor 
to the detriment or defamation of a person close 
to him, nor in violation of those other interests 
protected by the secrecy provision.” The Panel 
 believes that this regulation should not be applied 
to information concerning deceased people, referred 
to in the Population Information Act. For other 
records, especially those which are less than 25 years, 
section 27 of the Act on Openness of Government 
Activities should take precedence, not only in 
 providing access to archives in the search room, but 
also in providing access to information on the website 
of the National Archives Service.  The old population 
registers are freely accessible after 100 years. With 
respect to bound volumes this is understood as being 
100 years since the last entry in the register, which 
14 Section 28 (1) of the Act on the Openness of Government Activities entitles the authority (normally records creator) to grant, 
when defined conditions exist, permission to use secret records in their custody ‘for purposes of scientific research, statistical 
compilations or the preparation of official plans and studies’, whereas section 27 (1) generally allows access ‘for research or another 
approved purpose.’
15 As was decided in Sulo Järvinen/Valkeakoski church: information provided to the Panel by Johan Ståhl, President of the 
Genealogical Society of Finland, letter of 12.12.2005.
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means that earlier entries may be kept inaccessible for 
more than 100 years. We believe that digitization of 
these registers (and applying technical measures to 
prevent information less than 100 years old from 
being accessible) would make it possible to remedy 
this incongruity.
We have been informed that some digitised 
records containing personal information could be 
made available through public access terminals in 
the National and Provincial Archives, but not over 
the Internet because of possible infringement of the 
Personal Data Act and the Act on Openness of 
Government Activities. Section 31 and other 
 provisions of the Act on Openness of Government 
 Activities have precedence over the Personal Data 
Act.16 One might envisage a web based functionality 
that restricts access to particular information to those 
who have subscribed to the undertaking as foreseen 
in section 31. The Panel believes that the National 
Archives Service, while adhering to its mandate to 
protect the privacy of citizens, should take a more 
assertive stance with regard to access of personal 
data. A new access policy, which would do more 
justice to the culture of openness in Finland in 
the digital age, is urgently needed. Otherwise there 
is little point in continuing the present web service 
arrangements whereby only those who visit the 
archives can see the information – this practice is very 
expensive as well as imposing unjustified restrictions, 
which are not in line with other EU countries.
The Panel notes the comments made in the 
1996 evaluation about other relevant legislation, 
including copyright law, legal deposit law, the law 
on the restriction of export of cultural objects, and 
the law relating to film archives.  It is pleased to 
note that since the last evaluation the Ministry of 
Education has drafted a new Act on Legal deposit. 
However, it is to be regretted that the parliamentary 
proceedings in relation to this proposed legisla-
tion have been postponed.  In the Panel’s view, 
the Act would, at least in some respects, have met 
concerns about the archiving of audio-visual 
materials by ensuring the preservation of 
 electronically networked material in Helsinki 
University Library (which is to be renamed the 
National Library in 2006) and television programmes 
in the Finnish Film Archives.
16 Eljas Orrman, ‘Legislation Concerning Access to Secrecy of Official Records, Archives and Personal Data in the Nordic Count-
ries’, Comma, 2004.1, p.126. “Data protection cannot supersede the right of access to public information,” according to Ahti 
Saarenpää, Data Protection: In Pursuit of Information. Some Background to, and Implementation of, Data Protection in Finland, 
International Review of Law, Computers & Technology 11 (1997) p. 47-64, here p. 55. Neither the European 95/46 Directive on 
Data Protection nor the Finnish Data Protection Act are applicable to deceased people; only indirectly, in cases where sensitive 
data concerning the dead (e.g. certain medical data) also constitute information about a living person. Before the current Data 
Protection Act came into force, the Data Protection Board has ruled (in three cases in 1993 and 1999: 37/93, 41/93 and 3/99) 
that the Personal Data File Act (471/1987) should in principle be applied to data concerning deceased persons. The government’s 
motivation of the draft Personal Data Act states that the current Personal Data File Act has been regarded in practice as applicable 
to deceased persons. The motivation draws attention to the provisions protecting personal integrity in other legislation, which pro-
tection ends after a certain period. Therefore, “it has been considered that there is less need for personal integrity guaranteed by 
the law on personal registers when information is gathered about persons deceased long ago…the estimation of the time-span of 
the proposed law may therefore take into account the character of the data which will be processed.” (RP 96/1998 rd, p. 36).
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5 The Role of  
the Provincial Archives 
at the regional level
The National Archives Service has long since 
 anticipated the present policy of regionalisation 
by setting up seven Provincial Archives. ‘The best 
way of promoting the goal of regionalisation is the 
 internal division of tasks, wherein national tasks are 
re-appointed to provincial archives’.17 The Panel 
notes some encouraging signs that this policy is already 
being applied. For example, the Provincial Archives 
of Mikkeli holds the parish archives of the territories 
ceded to the Soviet Union between 1940 and 1944, 
and answers over 70% of all enquiries by the public 
for official purposes handled by the National Archives 
Service. It also holds the security microfilms for the 
whole of the National Archives Service and processes 
over 90% of all microfilm loans. The Provincial 
Archives of Joensuu holds the archives of Finnish 
embassies and consulates and is progressively inputting 
information about them into the VAKKA database.
The Panel is also very much in favour of the 
co-operation that is carried through between the 
Provincial Archives of Jyväskylä and the National 
Land Survey (NLS) of Finland (Maanmittauslai-
tos). During the year 2005 the NLS concentrated all 
material from 11 District Survey Offices, the oldest 
17 Strategy 2010, p.7
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being from the 1th and 19th century, to Jyväskylä, 
where the NLS erected a new building in connection 
with the Provincial Archives of Jyväskylä. The 
Provincial Archives provides for the customer services 
according to an agreement between the NLS and the 
National Archives Services. 
The Provincial Archives of Hämeenlinna will 
have new building facilities in the beginning of the 
year 200 and will house the Provincial Archives. In 
 addition the question has been asked whether this 
provincial archives can play a role concerning the 
ministerial archives now administered by the Prime 
Ministers Office, the Military Archives, and also as 
a common repository for smaller private archives. 
The Panel notes this with satisfaction and at the same 
time believes that the policy of regionalising national 
functions should be taken further. For example, we 
recommend elsewhere in this report that digitisation 
of record series for NAS as a whole should be 
concentrated in Mikkeli, where the productivity rates 
that are possible are significantly higher than in the 
Siltavuori annex in Helsinki – see page 42 below.
The functions of the Provincial Archives have 
largely remained the same since the first provincial 
archives was established in 1927 (Hämeenlinna). 
The functions have always been based on distinctive 
pieces of legislation. Today they include the Archives 
Act (31/94) and Decree on the National Archives 
Service (32/94). According to the Decree the 
Provincial Archives are district authorities which have 
the National Archives as their head office, and the 
National Archives is unequivocally the leader of the 
National Archives Service.
Although the Director General has the power to 
allocate resources to and control the activities of the 
Provincial Archives, each provincial archive has a 
significant degree of independence in planning and 
disposal of resources.
A general account of the proposed inspection 
plan developed in the National Archives Service for 
2006, which is at a more strategic level and seeks 
to be a comprehensive approach for all the archives 
concerned is given at page 32 below. This strategic 
approach is much to be welcomed if NAS in the 
future is to have a nationwide programme of 
inspections that is systematically implemented.
The Panel noticed that at present a considerable 
amount of resources of the Provincial Archives are 
spent on the records management of municipalities. 
For instance, one third of all inspections (2004: 26 
out of 3) are carried out in municipalities. Even more 
time is spent by Provincial Archives in organizing 
courses for municipal records managers. However, 
the municipalities themselves are responsible for their 
own records. Out of respect for municipal autonomy, 
central government has refrained from imposing any 
transfer of local archives to the Provincial Archives 
in primary legislation. These municipal archives 
are now about 140 years old and are as valuable as 
 components of the Finnish archival heritage as, for 
 example, the private archives that receive State aid. 
Local communities would, we believe, benefit from 
 professionally controlled access to and concentration of 
archival sources for local history. This may be achieved 
by municipal archival institutions, professionally 
managed (as currently in cities like Helsinki and 
Turku), but the majority of municipalities are too small 
to be able to manage a proper archives service on their 
own. Another solution would be the establishment of 
joint archives, shared by a number of municipalities. 
A third possibility would be transferring municipal 
archives to Provincial Archives. At any rate, the 
Panel recommends a reappraisal of the current legal 
dispositions concerning the relations between the 
National Archives Service and the municipalities. 
With regard to current inspections by the 
 Provincial Archives of municipal records and 
 archives management, we noticed very long intervals 
between inspections, because of lack of manpower in 
the Provincial Archives. That might be detrimental 
to continuity in the proper handling of municipal 
 records. Reassessment of the frequency of inspections 
in municipalities (and the resources involved) is 
 necessary.
This is especially important in light of the impact 
that the forthcoming reform in local government 
will have on records management and archives. We 
learned that the intention of this reform is to reduce 
the number of municipalities from 430 to about 
100. The Panel believes that, if this reform is to be 
a success, then the National Archives Service must 
play an active role throughout the country, giving 
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 professional archival guidance and assisting with 
planning, in relation to records management and 
archives. The Government must be made aware of 
the fact that this reform has to include an archives 
 management component, which has to be thoroughly 
planned, monitored and financed to save the important 
part of the Finnish cultural heritage that the munici-
pal archives collectively constitute. In Denmark this 
sort of national planning has just been implemented 
by the Danish National Archives Service as part of a 
similar reform, and the Panel would recommend the 
Danish procedure to be thoroughly studied in due 
time.1
The Panel also noted that the injunction provided 
by the Archives Decree 1012/2 (repealed when the 
Archives Act 1994 entered into force) is no longer 
used. Section 26 of that decree authorized the 
 Provincial Archives, in cases where a municipality 
fails to carry out its duties in archives and records 
 management, ‘to request the County Government 
to initiate the necessary measures’. We recommend 
that this ultimate sanction should be reinstated, if 
 necessary by amending the Archives Act.
As far as we have observed, there is no coherent 
preservation or conservation policy or programme 
when it comes to the archives already in the custody 
of the provincial archives itself. Conservators and 
restorers are doing a thoroughly professional job, 
but we have not encountered any clear prioritization 
of what has to be done. Also, there is an almost 
total lack of involvement in digitising activities at the 
provincial level and no plans for such. The lack of both a 
conservation programme and a digitisation programme 
for the provincial archives is therefore all too evident. 
The Panel has concluded that there is an urgent 
need for an overall national policy on conservation/
preservation and digitisation including the priorities 
of the provincial archives. 
The Panel has noticed that the provincial archives 
differ considerably in size and resources. For instance 
the permanent staff varies from 12 in Hämeenlinna 
to 24 in Mikkeli, and the same variation applies also 
to the holdings. We understand that the situation of 
Hämeenlinna will improve when new premises come 
into use in 200. However, we recommend for the 
Director General’s consideration that he should use 
his authority to transfer resources when permanent 
vacancies arise elsewhere, and also in other situations, 
as part of an effort to remedy the existing imbalance 
and meet vital national priorities.
18 Nordisk Arkivnyt, 4/2005, p. 177–178.
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6 Arrangements for  
Private Archives
If, according to the law, an archive has notable 
 scientific importance, it can be granted additional 
state aid to cover all expenses. The two literary 
archives SKS and SLS (the Folk Culture Archives and 
the Archives of History and Literature) get all their 
operational expenses paid.
The Act on state aid for private archives came into 
effect over thirty years ago because the government 
of the day wanted to increase its support to private 
 archives preserving nationally significant material. 
Under the Act, private archives may be awarded 
 statutory or discretionary state aid.  Decisions to 
 accept archives as eligible for statutory aid are made 
by the government based on advice from the National 
Archives. Archives that do not receive statutory state 
aid may nevertheless be granted discretionary state 
aid.  However, since the late 1990s there have not 
been enough funds to grant discretionary state aid.20 
Finance for the private archives is obtained from 
the item in the state budget relating to ‘lottery and 
pools funds for the promotion of research’.  In 2005 
the sum allocated by the Ministry of Education for 
The Panel was very pleased to see the acknowledgement 
in the NAS strategy that ‘the archives of private 
 individuals, organisations and corporations play 
an important role in the formation of the overall 
 impression of Finnish history. They complement the 
documents in public archives and shed light on the 
background factors behind historical events.’19
In its terms of reference the Panel was explicitly 
requested to assess the system of state aid to archives 
of a private nature.
State aid for archives of a private nature is regulated 
in a special law (1974). Statutory aid covers 0% of 













19 Strategy 2010, p.17
20 Marja Pohjola, State Aid for Private Central Archives, Memorandum, 19.9. 2005
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this purpose was 3,715,000 euros (4.9% of the total 
fund).21
We were informed that out of a total of 99,5 staff 
in the 12 private archives, 72,5 were financed by state 
subsidies. The ratio between total staff and subsidized 
staff varies considerably: 100% in the Trade Unions’ 
archives (Ammattiyhdistysarkisto), Kansan Arkisto, 
and Keskustan ja Maaseudun Arkisto KMA, to 75% 
in the SKS/Kansanrunousarkisto, 72% in ELKA, and 
6% in SKS/Kirjallisuusarkisto. Also, the proportion 
of the budget spent on rent varies considerably among 
the private archives.   
The Finnish system of legal state aid to private 
archives is an unique feature of the Finnish archival 
 system. The preservation of a body of non-
 governmental material on the socio-cultural and 
 economic life of Finland, contributes to enrichment 
of the archival heritage of the nation. Moreover, the 
 active and motivated collecting and reference services 
of the private archives, and the commitment of 
 interest groups and voluntary workers, entail a level 
of service which, if provided by a state organization, 
would probably cost much more. 
However, some gains in efficiency and cost-
 effectiveness of the private archives may be achieved 
by closer cooperation, joint operations, sharing of 
facilities, etc. One might further consider one 
building for (or even a merger of ) the Labour and 
Trade Unions archives (Työväen Arkisto and Ammatti-
yhdistysarkisto), both member of the International 
Association of Labour History (IALHI).  We applaud 
the proposal of the National Archives to investigate 
these possibilities, in consultation with the private 
archives. It might be good to involve in these 
consultations other memory institutions, for 
 instance the National Library, Research Institute for 
the Languages of Finland, and the Archive of Folk-
lore and Comparative Religion at the University of 
 Turku. 
Special consideration should be given to raising 
the number of users/visitors, which in some 
 institutions is very small. If the subsidized private 
 archives would increase their research output, it might 
be feasible to increase the percentage (4,9 %) of the 
lottery and pool funds for the promotion of research 
allocated by the Ministry of Education to state aid for 
private archives.  
Granting, administering, accounting and controlling 
the state aid to private archives are carried out by the 
National Archives. Within the National Archives these 
processes might be streamlined to gain efficiency.  
The involvement of the National Archives in the 
system of state aid to private archives should not 
preclude an interest in the larger community of 
archival and other institutions committed to preserving 
the Finnish documentary heritage. The Finnish Film 
Archive, the Finnish Jazz and Pop Archive, Finnish 
Social Science Data Archive – to name just three – 
should be valued as components of a national archival 
network. This network should be implicated in the 
development of an effective national, comprehensive 
acquisition policy for non-governmental archival 
material. The 1996 Evaluation report (p. 21) stressed 
the importance of such a national policy, but 
 regrettably, no such policy has been developed yet. 
We recommend that the National Archives assume 
leadership in this domain. 
The Panel endorses the conclusions of the evaluators 
in 1996 that, in relation to the state-subsidized private 
archives, present legislation and its control of the 
 purse-strings means that NAS ‘could enforce good 
preservation conditions if necessary, that it could 
stimulate the application of standardized working 
methods, that it could require the maintenance of 
professional standards, and that it could promote 
the development and implementation of a nation-
wide acquisition policy’.22 We believe that all of these 
goals remain relevant today and recommend that NAS 
should pursue them with renewed vigour.
The Panel was especially impressed with the 
arrangements for business archives which are made 
by ELKA (the Central Archives for Finnish Business 
Records), based in Mikkeli and set up in 191. Many 
countries do not make adequate provision for business 
  
21 Ministry of Education Science Policy Division, Lottery and pools funds allocated to research, 14.12.2005
22 1996 Evaluation, p7
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records, but this is clearly not the case in Finland. In 
June 2005 ELKA held about 2,700 different archi-
ves and 1.5 kilometres of archival material. It is now 
taking in significant quantities of business records 
every year (1,200 metres in 2004) but at the same 
time it is developing clear appraisal principles to 
deal with these increased volumes.23 The Centre has 
successfully compensated for its rather remote location 
(about 230 kilometres from Helsinki) by developing 
online access to its collections, and the Panel wishes to 
encourage further efforts in this direction. 
The National Archives Service also acquires a 
 significant amount of private archives, and has very 
recently drafted guidelines for its own acquisition 
policy and those of provincial archives.24 Again, the 
Panel welcomes this positive development.  However, 
we recommend that the National Archives takes this 
work a stage further by elaborating a comprehensive, 
national acquisitions policy, covering all institutions 
throughout the country which collect archives 
 (including audiovisual and data archives).  The end 
result should achieve a clarity that would benefit users 
of archives and the institutions themselves.
  
23 Note on State Subsidized Archives in Finland: the Central Finnish Archives for Business Records (ELKA); Appraisal Principles 
of ELKA, 7.1.2006
24 Eljas Orrman, Guidelines for the Units of the National Archives Service in the Acquisition of Private Archives, Preliminary Draft, 
28.10. 2005 
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7 Programmes for  
the Management  
of Paper and  
Electronic Records
7.1 Records Management  
in central government
The legislative basis for the National Archives work 
in records management and in electronic records 
 management is based on the Archives Act (section 
11), which authorizes the National Archives Service 
to issue regulations on materials and methods used in 
the creation, maintenance and preservation of records, 
 including electronic records and on the Act on 
 Electronic Services and Communication in the Public 
Sector 2003. (1318/1999, the revised Act 13/2003). 
Because this latter act regulates the electronic 
services and communication between public 
 authorities and their customers, its application to 
records management is limited. The act, however, 
prescribes (section 21) that an electronic document 
“must be archived in a manner that allows later 
 verification of its originality and integrity.” The 
 National Archives Service is authorized in section 
22 subsection 1 to issue more detailed regulations 
and guidance "on register entries, other records 
and archiving in the context of electronic services and 
communications”. However, the Ministry of Finance 
provides Instructions and recommendations on 
technical compatibility and information security 
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(see recommendation on organisational issues across 
government in this area in section 3). The Sähke- 
requirements for electronic records management 
 systems, issued by the National Archives in 2003, 
are in line with this provision and the National 
Archives is to be congratulated on this great and 
rapid accomplishment with little expert capacity at its 
disposal. 
The Strategy 2010 states that ‘financial investments 
in the comprehensive planning and implementation 
of electronic systems in the public sector have been 
inadequate in Finland’.25 This corresponds with the 
Panel’s own findings that initial attempts to introduce 
EDRMS in at least one key ministry failed, and the 
fall-back option of a print to paper policy had to be 
adopted (see section 3 above). In introducing such 
systems it is not uncommon for the first attempt to 
be less successful than expected but such experiences 
should enable a more systematic approach to prevail 
preferably across government ministries as a whole or, 
at least, according to common standards including 
those for EDRMS. 
The Panel’s proposed remedy for this is to ensure 
that the present common approach to IT being 
developed by the Ministry of Finance and the 
Prime Minister’s Office should be explicitly extended to 
cover EDRMS (see section 3). This should be 
 accompanied by a re-organisation and increased 
 capacity to deal with the issues in this initial phase 
within the National Archives itself and also 
 ncompassing records management staff in the 
Ministries and agencies, to enable the change 
programme to electronic record keeping to 
proceed. This is all the more necessary as the 
 National Archives Service has updated the norm on 
the preservation of electronic records, which came 
into effect on 1 January 2006. This norm covers the 
 whole records management process from ‘the creation 
of records to transferring them to the archives and 
how information systems, which include electronic 
 material which should be preserved permanently, 
should be handled.’
This good start is, however, only a beginning of 
a much larger necessary change programme, which 
the National Archives Service has recognised. It is 
 bringing forward plans for the ‘national preservation 
and service system for electronic material (VAPA) 
which should be part of the overall IT strategy as 
discussed in section 3. The aim of this system is to 
provide users of electronic material with an easy-to-
use electronic service environment, which will make 
it possible to receive and preserve digital records and 
to provide an information service from it. Using 
external experts, the project plan is underway and in 
2006 the development of the functional and technical 
 requirements will be defined with an external partner 
chosen by competitive tendering. For this phase, which 
is in line with accepted norms for such projects, the 
National Archives Service has allocated approximately 
two person years for nine months. The full programme 
over 2006-10 (people, hardware, software, purchased 
services) is costed at 165,000 euros in 2006 rising to 
1,55,000 euros in 200, when the hardware goes in, 
and a further two years of 15,000 euros. This strikes 
the Panel as an extremely modest sum in relation to 
the measures that are necessary if the National Archi-
ves is to succeed in keeping the public record in its 
digital form as the Act requires.  The technical evalu-
ation of the SÄHKE and VAPA projects are outside 
this present evaluation but the Panel considers them 
to be sound from the descriptions provided in inter-
views and in the evaluation documentation.26
In order for the National Archives to contribute to 
the Government wide IT strategy in the EDRMS field 
(SÄHKE) and in the preservation and presentation 
fields of digital records (VAPA) in the most effective 
way, the Panel considers that the staff of the National 
Archives should be more pro-active in the ministries 
to assist them in this area at this critical juncture. The 
Panel was told that there is a working group set up 
at practitioner level to investigate development of 
records and archives management in the ministries 
in May 2005 on which the National Archives sits. 
We now wish to encourage the National Archives to 
  
25 Strategy 2010, p. 6.
26 Markus Merenmies, Archival Requirements in Record Keeping Systems, Article, 1.9. 2005; Markus Merenmies, Preservation of 
Electronic Records, note of 27.6. 2005; The national preservation and service system for electronic material (VAPA), undated note 
circulated to the Panel on 30.12. 2005.
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take a more proactive lead than at present, as we are 
concerned to learn that the Ministries rarely see 
 anyone from the National Archives formally to give 
them practical advice on the ground. We see an 
opportunity here for the National Archives and the 
relevant staff from the ministries to combine their 
particular expertise to deal with the records 
 management issues, especially those relating to digital 
records. For example the four Ministries involved in 
the common procurement of an EDRMS system27 
are able to utilise their expertise for their collective 
 benefit. This more proactive approach from the 
National Archives means of course that more resources 
would need to be deployed from within the NAS as 
well. This combined practitioner activity would not be 
the same high level government body as the Steering 
group envisaged in section 3 but would be expected to 
contribute solutions at a practical level as required by 
the Steering Group or in whatever way the Ministry 
of Finance, the Prime Minister’s Office and Ministry 
of Education decide to proceed.
7.2 Inspection Planning
Within the National Archives Service, the Unit that 
leads on records management is also responsible for 
inspections in central government and seeks to guide 
the inspection activities of the Provincial Archives, as 
is proposed in the new comprehensive inspection plan 
being considered by the National Archives Service at 
present (Dec 2005). The lack of a plan based on exp-
licit principles has hindered the NAS from developing 
its programmes and we would encourage the NAS to 
adopt the inspections plan 
As we understand it the present objective of inspec-
tions is to ensure each agency /municipality is inspected 
once every ten years. We realise that some inspections 
are very labour intensive and accept that in the case 
of some Provincial Archives, in particular Hämeenlin-
na with 261 such agencies, that it would be difficult 
to improve on this although we are assured that the 
intent is to raise the inspection rate so that the agencies 
can be inspected every three years or so.2 The new 
plan does not stipulate a time schedule and the Panel 
supports the approach resulting in NAS, as a whole, 
implementing the inspections together in appropriate 
ways. We particularly commend the idea that the 
inspection teams will work on specific branches of 
government so that they become acquainted with 
the practical workings of that branch and can assist 
them on the ground and that the National Archives 
will train the inspection teams. This is increasingly 
 important in the digital age where there are few 
experts in the National Archives Service itself. The 
main issue from the Provincial Archives perspective, 
as we understood it, was that the inspections needed 
considerable resource and we believe that this should 
be the subject of further work. However, in principle 
we consider the new proposal to be sound. 
The Panel’s only additional observation is that 
it may not be necessary to inspect all branches or 
 agencies. The NAS can advise on the basis of its 
 knowledge. As an alternative, these branches and 
 agencies might be invited to complete a self-assessment 
by a certain date each year and the National Archives 
Service could undertake, unannounced, spot-checks 
from time to time. This might be as effective as full-
scale inspections especially where the risk to the record 
is not considered to be great. We suggest that the 
 National Archives Service determines where there is 
the greatest risk to the records, for example in relation 
to newly created electronic records. These records 
should be the priorities for inspections and remedial 
action under the supervision of the National Archives. 
In this way, the programme would be tailored to the 
conditions of the records concerned rather than each 
agency being inspected according to a rota whether 
they need inspecting or not. This might help in the 
more judicious use of staff resource without any loss 
to the undoubted efficacy of the inspection system.
  
27 The Ministries concerned are the Ministry of Finance, the Prime Minister’s Office, Trade and Industry, and Transport and Commu-
nications: Panel interview with Manu Herna (Ministry of the Interior) and Päivi Tommila (Ministry of Trade and Industry) on 26.10. 
2005.
28 Jari Lybeck, Inspections: the case of Hämeenlinna, Memorandum, 2.1.2006.
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 Records Appraisal,  
Selection and Transfer
future history writing. Thus the target for selection is 
now set at 15%, a reduction, so we understand, from 
the previous obligation on government ministries 
and this should assist in the planning and storage of 
records in the National Archives Service during the 
period 2005-2010 (see below section 9 page 37).
In respect of electronic records, the records 
management schedules that each public authority 
must maintain are of great value as they determine 
what is to be kept and how and what the retention 
periods are. However, it is for the National Archives 
Service to determine what should be kept for 
 permanent preservation. These schedules do not 
themselves include the technical information necessary 
for the successful selection and preservation and 
accessibility of the records, which is what the SÄHKE 
and VAPA projects are only now addressing. This is 
a critical issue for the whole of government as most 
of government business is now digital and the digital 
records are unique and original records, that is to say 
they are not digital versions of existing paper copies. 
If this issue is not addressed then the electronic record 
of the government and for the country will be patchy 
8.1 The development  
of selection criteria
The issue of records appraisal, selection and transfer 
affects both conventional records and digital records 
but in different ways although the objectives are the 
same, namely, to preserve those records worthy of 
permanent preservation for the country concerned. 
The issue of the criteria of appraisal of records 
including electronic has been on the agenda for some 
considerable time and the Finnish practice in respect 
of paper records is well established. It is now based 
on 1994 Archives Act (31/1994) Section , which 
stipulates that ‘the National Archives Service shall 
determine which records or information therein 
should be preserved permanently’ rather than as in the 
earlier law (14/191) which emphasized the selection 
of records which could be destroyed with the Archives’ 
consent. The change means that the National Archives 
Service, as in other countries, has to be more proactive 
to select the records and clearly established criteria are 
thus even more important. The practical advantage of 
this change of emphasis is that it is easier to reduce 
the level of intake of records based on sound criteria 
than in the previous regime, while selecting the most 
relevant material in a pragmatic way for the country’s 
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at best, and the nation’s collective will in consequence 
be permanently impaired.29 
While the Panel acknowledges that the existing 
criteria used in appraisal are a useful way of 
 determining the significance of the records to be 
selected and preserved permanently and are within 
the Finnish tradition, we believe that more detailed 
criteria need to be developed urgently so that the 
National Archives becomes fully capable of revie-
wing the often technically complex records created 
by modern government and is able to meet the 15% 
target for the amount of records to be selected. In 
the absence of such criteria we remain concerned 
about the control of electronic records in Ministries 
and thus the ability to select them for permanent 
preservation.
8.2 Transfer and the distributed 
nature of Finland’s archives
This issue needs to be considered from a number 
of aspects. As we have seen, those archives that are 
 formally within the National Archives Service or 
 subsided through it from funding by the Ministry 
of Education form a large part of the archives of the 
country. But they are not by any means all of the 
archives. We have discussed the arrangements for 
church and municipal archives and have made specific 
comments about them.  In addition, there are other 
distributed arrangements to be considered especially 
in the light of the digital revolution.
 The first is what might be termed the National 
Archives Service’s formal ‘permanent preservation 
centres.’ Some of these already exist on varying terms 
and others might be considered. Apart from ministries 
and bodies that are by law exempted from the trans-
fer of records to the National Archives Service, the 
National Archives have (in accordance with section 14 
of the Archives Act) allowed in the period 2002–2004 
a number of agencies, at national and regional levels, 
to keep all or part of their archives permanently. 
These agencies include Regional Environmen-
tal Centres, the Geodetic Institute, the National 
 Public Health Institute, the National Land 
Survey, the Maritime Administration and the Maritime 
Districts, Statistics Finland, Agrifood Research 
Finland, National Board of Antiquities, Åbo Akademi 
 University, and Helsinki University of Technology.30 
These arrangements are certainly to the benefit of 
both the creating agency, which has continuing and 
easy access to its records for current activities, and the 
National Archives Service, which saves on space and 
on manpower. 
The Panel recommends that these arrangements 
should be placed on a more formal footing, so that 
access to the public by means of reading rooms and 
appropriate Internet or other digital access is assured 
as it is in the NAS itself. This necessitates, that 
 section 27 of the Act on Openness of Government 
 Activities, which grants public access to secret official 
 documents transferred to an archival institution, is 
fully applicable to those archives kept permanently 
by the creating agencies, who are in effect acting as 
if they were part of the National Archives Service 
itself by agreeing to act as ‘permanent preservation 
 centres’.31 The National Archives should monitor 
 public access to these archives.   
We propose that this policy should also continue 
for digital records so that the larger organisations with 
 excellent IT infrastructures and who need to keep 
digital records for their own business reasons for long 
periods of time (for example, the Finnish 
 Meteorological Institute) should be formally 
  
29 In 1999 during the Finnish Presidency of the European Union, the National Archives Service hosted a meeting at Tampere, which 
followed the successful DLM-Forum held In Brussels earlier that year. The subject of the meeting was the principles of appraisal 
and their application in the electronic environment – European models and concepts. From 1997 the Records Management Unit 
has been constructing a new Appraisal policy and Manual, which includes the additional requirement for early appraisal of electronic 
records at the time of their creation according to record schedules.
30 Markku Leppänen, ‘List of governmental archives that will not be transferred to the National Archive Service’, 14.12. 2005
31 See footnote 14 on page 22, where the difference between access to secret documents granted by the creating authority 
(Section 28 of the Act on Openness of Government Activities) and such access granted by an archival institution (section 27) is 
explained.
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 designated as  ‘permanent preservation centres; as well 
subject to the conditions the NAS should stipulate. 
The Panel recommends that, as with paper records, 
these so designated organisations should all have 
formal agreements with the National Archives Service 
to preserve the digital record permanently to the 
standards set by the National Archives Service and 
that they should be included in the new inspection 
plan.
Not all organisations will be able or wish to pre-
serve the digital material permanently, especially 
when their own business need for the material 
ceases. The list of approved organisations that 
can be included in the National Archives Service’s 
permanent preservation centres should be confined to 
those that explicitly agree to abide by the regulations 
for preservation and access as stipulated by the NAS. 
Each case must therefore be judged by the National 
Archives on its merits and monitored over time to 
ensure that the digital record is not lost.
8.3 Other trusted  
digital repositories
In some cases the National Archives may wish to 
explore the use of what are known in current archival 
literature as ‘trusted digital repositories.’ These are 
other repositories, perhaps to be found in the 
 university sector, which can technically and legally 
 receive digital records selected by the NAS for 
 permanent preservation for the country. Often 
 these records would be best preserved and accessed 
by professionals (for example, other health workers 
 concerned and public researchers), subject to data 
protection and other relevant legislation. These 
 repositories are very few and the Panel was only able 
to visit one on its second visit – the repository facility 
at Mikkeli Polytechnic. The Panel’s view is that the 
potential of the digital repository there and its ser-
vices provide an option for dealing with large-scale 
digital archives in different formats which are already 
exist in the public sector and need to be preserved 
permanently or for long periods of time. This should 
be considered alongside plans for NAS to develop its 
own in-house Digital Archives.
Other countries have established such centres 
under their own distributed system – for example, The 
National Archives ‘places of deposit’ system in the UK 
where the University of London Computing Centre 
and the Essex University Data Centre hold large 
informational datasets of varying kinds that specialist 
researchers require. These are to be found mostly, but 
not exclusively, in the university sector. Other countries 
like Australia also have distributed arrangements with 
their own national characteristics.
The practical experience of running such a system 
for digital records is and will be of immense importance 
to the National Archives Service as it constructs the 
necessary central government digital repository and 
access system under the VAPA project as envisaged at 
present. The use of a trusted repository such as Mikkeli 
Polytechnic does not mean that the NAS itself does 
not need to ensure the preservation and long term 
authenticity of the central government record, which 
is in the Panel’s view the most significant evidential 
record of the country’s Archives system. NAS needs 
to be at the centre of the digital record activity if it is 
to fulfil its role under the Act in the future. If it does 
not itself know how to keep the digital record it can 
hardly advise other organisations how to do so. Thus 
it is critical that it moves quickly in this area, as 
other players are entering the scene and the present 
well-ordered evidential and culturally secure basis of 
Finland’s history, as governed by the Archives Act 
and overseen by NAS, risks dissipation.
Other National Archives in the EU and regional 
archives and even some municipalities with hardly 
any new resource at all32 are addressing these issues 
in different ways. Some other countries, including 
31 See footnote 14 on page 20, where the difference between access to secret documents granted by the creating authority 
(Section 28 of the Act on Openness of Government Activities) and such access granted by an archival institution (section 27) is 
explained.
32 DLM Forum, Budapest, October 2005 – the case of Rotterdam where the city archives are establishing their own digital archives 
on a very modest budget. See Klaartie Pompe, Rotterdam, Netherlands, ‘A digital Repository for the Rotterdam Municipal Archives:
learning by experience.’ Paper given at the DLM Forum conference, Budapest 16.10.2005.   
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 Sweden, Denmark and now the UK, have already 
set up digital repositories and are learning the new 
techniques of digital archiving. While other trusted 
repositories may be part of the short-term solution 
to the issue of preservation they may not stay in the 
archival arena in the longer term, as it is not 
 necessarily the core business of a university to be a 
digital repository.  It therefore remains essential for the 
long-term security of the public record of government 
that NAS itself has a sufficient capacity in this field 
even if other players are able to bear some of the 
immediate technical and financial burden.
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9 Accommodation:  
Records Storage in  
the National Archives Service
9.1 Extent of the Problem and 
Possible Solutions
Even with the distributed archival scene as set out 
 above in the conventional and potentially in the digital 
world in the future, a great deal of paper records from 
central government and from all the other agencies 
still needs to be transferred to the National Archives 
Service itself. This will be the case whether or not 
the merger with the Military Archives (43 km.) takes 
 place as envisaged or whether the present Government 
Records Centre (10 km.) comes under the auspices of 
the National Archives Service, as has been suggested 
to the Panel.33 Both possibilities seem a good idea in 
principle to the Panel. In the case of the records in 
the government centre we were told they were already 
mostly catalogued and would be transferred to the 
NAS in any case. The Panel, however, would not 
be in favour of such a new role for the NAS unless 
the material involved was already in good order or 
the Ministries concerned were prepared to bring the 
 material and its cataloguing up to NAS standards.  If 
these two possibilities were to happen, then the Panel 
would also expect a financial transfer to NAS that 
would cover the accommodation costs. 
At the Panel’s first interview with the Director-
General, the need for new accommodation for 
records was presented as the National Archives 
Service’s highest priority. There are a number of 
variables that need to be taken into account in an 
















33 Panel interviews: Leena Vanhanen (Government Archives) and Jaana Kilkki (Military Archives) 26 October 2006.
34 Jussi Nuorteva and Raimo Pohjola, Interview with the Panel, 26.10. 2005;   Annual Report 2004, p.56.
35 Eljas Orrman, ‘Statistics concerning transfer of records to the National Archives Service’, 27 October 2005






Given that the Panel has recommended that Finland 
reduce its transfer date to 25 years, it might prima 
facie be thought that this would make the position of 
the storage requirement for the NAS impossible. As 
a result of discussions and the advice of colleagues in 
NAS the Panel thinks that there are some options to 
achieve this reduction, which is critical to the efficacy 
of the NAS for the reasons set out in section 3 and 
more specifically in section  4.
In discussion it became apparent that like many 
other countries, if not all, it is extremely difficult to 
know exactly how much material the ministries and 
agencies have as the NAS has to rely on the Ministries 
and agencies to assess this for them. Therefore even 
with the results of the Report of the Grand Enquiry 
2000 and subsequent extrapolations from it and from 
other sources the figures can only be indicative. The 
Panel is indebted to the work of Markku Leppänen 
on this matter.  It is clear that the total amount of 
governmental archive that is to be transferred, at 30 
linear kilometres per decade, out of a total of 460 
linear kilometres created for the period 1961–2000, 
according to the 40 year transfer rule. If the transfer 
date is reduced to 25–30 years then the rate of acc-
rual will change. It is the rate of accrual rather than 
the absolute amount of records in the ministries that 
really matters because that is the rate which the NAS 
can control to some extent itself and thus mitigate the 




Acquisition date (years) Until 2010 Until 2020
 40 55 90
 30 90 120
 25 105 135
-
If the accruals amounts given in the above table are 
approximately correct then this would mean that 
at the new repository at Hämeenlinna (capacity 30 
kilometres) 90 kilometres of space might be needed 
by 2010. If however the transfer date was reduced 
in a phased way, to 35 years in the first instance, 
and the records from 1961–1970 were transferred 
 immediately, that would amount to approximately 
30 linear kilometres which would fill Hämeenlinna 
directly. If the reduction thereafter to 25–30 
years was phased over the next five years until 2010, 
however, then another new storage building could be 
built to house an additional 30 kilometres. The Panel 
 understands the present costs of the new repository 
are 9.2 million euros and is aware that the second 
building although envisaged has not been agreed.
There are, however, other variables to consider 
when assessing the costs of this reduction of transfer 
date. First, the new 15% target for selection as set out 
in the Strategy. This could be applied retrospectively 
to the records still in the ministries as they have, 
 after all, not been accessioned by NAS. If the present 
 selection criteria and the new ones proposed to meet 
the 15% target were developed and implemented 
this should, the Panel suppose, reduce the amounts 
to be transferred considerably. On the present 
 figures the amounts to be transferred could reduce 
 mathematically (not probably in reality) therefore to 
15% of the totals. This would have the result that, 
instead of 90 kilometres of space by 2010 only 16 
kilometres of storage would be needed. This would 
mean that instead of three kilometres a year the NAS 
would take 1.6 kilometres a year. 
If we look at what the NAS has actually had 
 transferred to it each year from 195 until 2004 we 
may note considerable fluctuations in accruals and that 
only rarely does it take in more than 1.6 kilometres. 
If this is the present case then the 15% rate seems not 
only sensible but possible to implement by NAS and 
if applied retrospectively would reduce the need for 
storage although additional staff resources would be 
needed to do the selection.
The other two variables are the amount of space 
actually required until 2010 and the amount of space 
36 Strategy 2010, p. 31.
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that might be available within the NAS as a whole. 
It would seem sensible to confirm the figures in the 
 Strategy and in the accommodation planning just to 
ensure that more useable space has not been overlooked 
before embarking on a second building at Hämeen-
linna, if it is decided to reduce the transfer date to 25 
years as the panel encourages the government to do.
9.2 Resource and  
Structural Implications
Two units in the National Archives are at present 
 responsible for all the work relating to records 
 management (paper and electronic), selection and 
transfer of records and for the developmental work 
recommended or already in train.  The units are the 
Records Management Unit and the Government 
 Archives Unit, which oversees the transfer of the 
 records to the National Archives. We can see the 
 logic of this division but do not consider it sensible, 
given the challenges listed above, that the two units 
should be under separate directors in the future. We 
 recommend that the two units should come under one 
director who should have the overall responsibility for 
the Government records and archives of the country 
both conventional and digital. This would include the 
work of the Provincial Archives in this area to enable 
a coherent policy and implementation plan to be 
developed and carried out. We strongly recommend 
therefore that responsibilities for appraisal, selection 
and transfer should be brought together in a single 
Records Management/Government Archives Service 
and have overall responsibility across NAS for these 
areas.  
The SÄHKE project accounts for 19% of the 
work of the Records Management Unit, which is 
also responsible for inspections (very few are actually 
undertaken in central government) and supervision, 
expert duties and guidance, education and training, 
and appraisal.  We were impressed by the dynamism 
of this unit, which achieves so much from a slender 
 resource base.  However we believe that an allocation 
of eight man-years to this unit is quite insufficient 
for the range and importance of the tasks that it 
has to carry out. The Government Archives unit 
also has to spend a great deal of time on other duties 
in particular Reading Room duties. Out of its total 
 working time, approximately 12% is spent on these 
duties. It too has  person-years allocated to it. 
If NAS is to do what it has set itself in its strategy and 
also to consider implementing the recommendations 
of this report it will need to utilise not only any 
 additional resource that it may achieve through such 
projects as VAPA but also to redeploy some existing 
staff to accomplish these tasks. It will need to call 
upon the Provincial Archives in respect of inspections 
and no doubt in respect of the implementation of 
EDRMS. One inevitable implication is that the 
 reading rooms in the National Archives will have to 
operate a more efficient rota. This will not be easy 
and will need a willingness to adapt if the service to 
readers is not to be compromised. However, in the 
Panel’s opinion the excellent results from the 2005 
reader survey indicate that a little less resource in that 
area should not lead to a lowering of standards, espe-
cially if in 2006/2007 there are fewer readers as more 
digital cataloguing is put on the Internet. The Panel 
recognises that the remote service will not necessarily 
reduce the number of readers in the reading room, 
but sees no option but to make this recommendation 
if the really critical issues facing the NAS are to be 
resolutely tackled.
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10 Public Services  
onsite and online
10.1 Researcher and customer 
service and fee-based service
The basic services of the NAS are publicly funded and 
mostly free of charge. Fee-based services are provided 
at confirmed rates that aim at cost-effectiveness. Fee-
based services are part of information and customer 
services. 
The information service of the National Archives 






The Reading Room Services are in charge of both the 
main research rooms in Rauhankatu with a total of 
approximately 163 seats and the research room in the 
Siltavuori annex with 12 seats. This latter is only used 
for the consultation of documents stored in Siltavuori. 
The users cannot make copies here and there is no 
microfilm or microfiche reader installed. Orders from 
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10.2 Inquiry Service 
Of all inquiries received by the units of the NAS circa 
50% are handled by the Provincial Archives of Mikkeli. 
Of the inquiries for official purposes, i.e. mainly 
extracts from parish registers and certificates from 
court records, 71–77 per cent are yearly provided by 
that provincial archives. The reason for this is that the 
Provincial Archives of Mikkeli has in its custody the 
parish archives, including the parish registers, from the 
regions ceded to Soviet Union in 1944.The inhabitants 
of that area left the ceded areas and settled down in 
other parts of Finland. The evacuated population 
was registered in their old parishes until 1950 when 
 these parishes were dissolved. For that reason there are 
parish registers in the repository of Mikkeli until 1950 
whereas in the custody of the other provincial archives 
there are parish registers only older than one hundred 
years.
In 2004 the total number of inquiries at Mikkeli 
was 47. In the same year 2 49 inquiries were dealt 
with by the National Archives in Helsinki, while the 
NAS as a whole had 17 41 inquiries. The inquiries 
to the NA were divided into three different main 
groups:
Inquiries for official purposes 377  (15.1%)
Other chargeable inquiries 762  (30.5%)
Non-chargeable inquiries 1359  (54.4%)
The Panel has the impression that the customer 
 services of the NAS are of high quality and that 
 customer satisfaction is high. In March 2005 an 
 inquiry on user satisfaction was arranged in the NAS. 
In the NA some 120 users returned the questionnaire. 
Although the number of responses received in the user 
satisfaction survey carried out in the reading rooms 
of the National Archives in 2005 was not especially 
high, the Panel acknowledges that the perception of 
the onsite public services by the regular clientele (over 
25% of those polled come to the National Archives 
daily) is overwhelmingly positive. This perception 
was reinforced in the course of our interviews with 
academic scholars and family historians. Only when 
it comes to the microfilm readers and the VAKKA 
database does the inquiry and the Panel’s interviews 
reveal some areas for improvement.
The Panel appreciates the high quality of the user 
services and also the dedicated attitude of the staff 
 involved.  However, the panel has also noticed that 
the excellent researcher and customer services at the 
NA require a lot of staff and resources. The Panel also 
believes that these excellent results are achieved at a 
very high cost. Our impression is that daily customer 
services, including the enquiry service, are given top 
priority at the expense of other already hard-pressed 
units.  We learned from the interviews with Heads 
of Unit that this was the situation in many areas. For 
example, the Government Services Unit gives about 
20% of its total resource to the Reference Service Unit. 
The question is whether this service takes too much 
of the total resources of both the NA and the NAS 
 compared to other crucial functions. We recommend 
for the Director-General’s consideration a change to 
the allocation of time to enable those responsible for 
ERM and Digitisation to increase their output in 
these areas, which it is absolutely critical in order 
to ensure the long-term future of the country’s 
 archives.
10.3 Online Services –  
Catalogue Information
In this area the National Archives has concentrated 
much of its efforts on the development of the 
 VAKKA archival database and is at present improving 
the VAKKA-internet application so that searching 
is better and easier. We understand that ‘most of 
the information on the repository unit level will 
have been entered by the end of 2007’. However, a 
 commentary on the statistics for inputting, covering 
the period 2000–2004, states that ‘along with the 
fresh acquisitions there is a huge amount of old 
 archives waiting to be fed into VAKKA’.  This could 
be interpreted to mean that there is a considerable 
backlog that will be diminished only very gradually. 
However, the Panel was pleased to note that the 
 performance data supplied for 2005 indicate that 
many inputting targets at the record creator, fonds 
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and item level are currently being exceeded.
The Panel was also glad to be told that collection 
level descriptions for all fonds held by the National 
and Provincial Archives will be publicly available on 
VAKKA by the end of 2007 and welcomes this as a 
first step in making information about the holdings of 
NAS available over the Internet. VAKKA falls within 
the scope of the recent report evaluating archival data-
bases in the Nordic countries. The evaluation is quite 
favourable, but it makes the key point that a new user 
is unlikely to know that the VAKKA button on the 
home page is a link to the archival database. However, 
‘the service is presented in a clear and consistent way. 
The search and results pages are logical and simple. 
The help system is very user-friendly’. However, users 
have to ask themselves whether all records in all archi-
ves are registered in this database, and it is not clear 
whether other records outside the database also exist 
and are waiting to be entered into the system.37
More user reservations about VAKKA were 
 expressed during the Panel’s interview with mem-
bers of the Advisory Committee.  It was contended 
that the database was old-fashioned in its structure 
and only helped access to the records to a limited 
 extent. As well as gaps in its coverage, successful use of 
 VAKKA depends on knowledge of the record creators 
and the administrative hierarchy. It does not provide 
 information about catalogues at item level.3
These doubts about VAKKA are reinforced by the 
decisions of Helsinki City Archives and ELKA (the 
 business records centre) to use alternative software 
package for the online presentation of their holdings. 
It is, therefore, far from proven that VAKKA in 
 itself could provide the basis for a national archives 
 information network, covering all institutions in 
 Finland holding significant amounts of archival 
 material.
The Panel recommends that, while pressing ahead 
with the completion of the first phase of the VAKKA 
projects, NAS should now initiate discussions with 
other institutions and representatives of the main 
user groups on the development of a national 
 archives information network.
10.4 Online services  
– Digitisation
Microfilming and digitising are regular parts of the 
 activity within the NAS. The current microfilming 
programme has been updated and the organisation 
of the activity reformed. The National Archives is 
 responsible for the actual microfilming of materials, 
while copying and lending of microfiches are 
 concentrated at the Provincial Archives of Mikkeli, 
where the master microfilms are stored as well.
The Panel was impressed by the considerable 
 capacity of the Provincial Archives of Mikkeli in 
terms of handling and storing microfilms, which is 
on a much larger scale than the operation in Helsinki.  
The Panel recommends that the microfilming work 
of NAS should be concentrated in Mikkeli so that 
economies of scale are maximised.
Another argument in favour of concentrating 
the microfilming operation in Mikkeli is that this 
would pave the way for cost effective digitisation, 
if NAS went into partnership with the Centre for 
 Microfilming and Conservation of Helsinki University 
Library, which is also based in Mikkeli.  The Head of 
the Centre has produced statistics which show that, 
through automated procedures, the cost of digitisation 
per page falls from a little less than 1.2 euros for 1 
million pages, to approximately 0.3 euros for 10 
 million pages.39 
The Panel therefore recommends that NAS should 
proactively investigate the prospects for working 
 together with Helsinki University Library on large-
scale digitisation projects. The facility at the Helsinki 
Annex should be devoted to small-scale microfilming 
and scanning on demand.  
The need for microfilming is still huge in the short 
term, and the new microfilming program for the NAS 
37 Evaluation of VAKKA by Jacob Wisloff contained in Report of 15 December 2005
38 Panel meeting with Advisory Committee, 15 December 2005: evidence of Professor Ilkka Nummela, University of Jyväskylä.
39  Majlis Bremer-Laamanen, Centre for Microfilming and Conservation, Facts and Statistics, 2.1. 2006
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seems thoroughly considered. But the need for copying 
and lending will be significantly reduced when micro-
films have been digitised according to the digitising 
strategy. During the strategy period of 2006–2010 the 
digitising efforts of the NAS will focus on digitising 
the directories central to using the archives. In 
 addition the NAS will try to secure additional resour-
ces to digitise important parts of the Finnish cultural 
heritage according to prioritising plans drawn up by 
Finnish memory institutions. The Panel appreciates 
the trouble that it has taken to provide it with up to 
date information about the National Archives’ plans 
for microfilming and digitisation up to 2010.40  As 
things currently stand, however, the overall impact of 
existing digitisation plans up to 2010 would seem to 
be rather modest, covering about 200 linear metres 
(0.1% of the total holdings of NAS).41 
Plans for digitisation need to be viewed in the context 
of the Ministry of Education’s long-term Strategy. This 
important document notes that ‘Knowledge will be 
an important factor of production. Information work, 
the knowledge economy and content production are 
growing fields’. It also includes the ringing declaration 
that ‘education and culture must be within the reach 
of everyone residing in Finland, regardless of their 
age, gender, origin, language, state of health or social 
and financial standing’.42 The digitisation of archival 
 material can play an important part in the realisation 
of this high-level agenda.
In the online era many users, particularly those 
whose time is short or who live at some distance from 
the relevant archive service, will wish to have access 
to digital images of the records themselves. The fact 
that 73% of all Finns have access to the Internet, 
 added to the potential demand for Finnish sources 
from abroad, strongly suggests that digital images of 
records of interest to family historians and academic 
researchers could be the basis of a popular and heavily 
used online service.  
In particular, it should be possible to digitise 
 records that are important for a full understanding the 
history of Finland for use in teaching school pupils 
in the classroom. The digitisation of such material 
would be informed by the requirements of the history 
 curriculum. In addition, archives of interest to life-
long learners should be identified and made accessible 
via the Internet. 
The availability or otherwise of material online also 
influences the pattern of academic research. If key 
 records relating to Finland are more difficult to access 
online than material relating to other research topics, 
then it is quite possible that the number of researchers 
engaged in Finnish history and culture may gradually 
decline.
It should also be emphasised that the experience of 
other countries indicates that ready access to digital 
 record images of popular interest on the Internet 
 attracts completely new audiences to archives for 
the first time.  This phenomenon has been especially 
noticeable in the United Kingdom. The Panel is 
 concerned that, unless NAS’s digitisation programmes 
are accelerated, it may miss out on this tremendous 
opportunity.
All Lutheran parishes have got their archives micro-
filmed up to the years 150/160; some parishes have 
microfilmed more recent material too (even up to 
1960 or 1970).  More microfilmed material could be 
made available, even if the 100 years rule for access 
(which the Panel is questioning – see above pp. 22-
23) is adhered to strictly. Digitising the heavily used 
microfilms would benefit genealogical research, in 
Finland and abroad, enormously.
It is also worth noting that a programme of 
 digitisation of archives relating to Finland but kept 
in other countries (for example, in Sweden and 
 Russia) might make an important contribution to the 
 reconstruction of a complete national memory. 
The Panel has been able to glean some information 
about the participation of NAS in the eKAM 
 project and the Digitisation of Cultural Heritage 
 Committee, appointed by the Ministry of Education, 
which is a promising forum for digitisation partner-
ship projects by memory institutions. It appears that 
these initiatives have temporarily lost their impetus. 
40 Plans supplied by Eljas Orrman, Deputy Director General, 28.10. 2005
41 Ville Kajanne, Specified Statistics provided for the Evaluation Panel, 1.12. 2005
42 Ministry of Education Strategy 2015 (2003:35)
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We recommend that the Ministry, NAS, and other 
memory institutions take steps to regain the neces-
sary momentum.  
If the digitisation programme was to be stepped 
up, the results could be quite remarkable. The launch 
of the new web site for industrial price lists 110–
1944 by Helsinki University Library in October 2005 
 resulted in an increase of over 600,000 in the number 
of pages consulted.  In the period between November 
2004 and October 2005 the University’s digitised 
resources attracted a total of over 5.7 million ‘hits’.43 
These are telling indications of the potential popularity 
of carefully considered digitisation programmes. 
43 Majlis Bremer-Laamanen, Centre for Microfilming and Conservation, Facts and Statistics, 2.01.2006
The Panel believes that NAS must be in a position 
to provide similarly precise statistics about the usage 
of its various web services and recommends that the 
necessary systems should be installed as quickly as 
possible.
Crucial to the success of digitisation projects is the 
quality of the user experience. User groups should be 
consulted on how the digitised material should be 
 presented on the Internet and the political backing 
they can give to these projects should not be under-
estimated. The Panel recommends that a wide range 
of users should be consulted on digitisation projects, 
especially the online presentation of the digitised 
data. 
45
11 Professional training  
and education
and records management. These programmes would 
answer the urgent need for education and training 
in   the new  skills of information management for 
 archivists both in terms of EDRMS, information 
legislation and its application, and digital content 
and preservation skills where there are few experts 
and even fewer practitioners available. In this 
domain particularly state-of-the-art education has to 
be embedded in a robust research environment, as at 
Tampere. The panel applauds the commitment of the 
National Archives Service to improve resources for 
joint research with universities. 
In the panel’s view there is also a need for some 
courses on the general management of archives 
 including planning and performance monitoring, 
project management and implementation, financial, 
legal and human resources. These should not be 
 provided by the archival community as these are 
 available in general public administration courses or 
could be available as on the job training for aspiring 
directors in the administration of the NAS as a 
career development opportunity. For those who 
wish to  manage archives in the future these general 
management skills will be necessary if only to ensure 
that they can understand the common concepts and 
techniques of public and private sector management 
The Finnish approach is to lay great emphasis on 
the education of archivists including records mana-
gers to ensure that the norms and best practice in 
records management and archives across the country 
are carried out.   In general this seems to be a very 
good system indeed and the observations of the Panel 
here should be considered as suggestions for further 
 improvement to an already flourishing system.
The workforce seems to be well-trained and there 
is a good supply of graduates and post graduates 
 available. Their archival education consists of 
 courses given by the National Archives, which 
gives its own degrees. There is also a modular 
 continuous professional training course offered by the 
Centre for Extension Studies of the University of 
 Turku in conjunction with the National Archives and 
 Provincial Archives of Turku on EDRMS for those 
already employed in the field, as well as some 
 commercial courses available in the same field. 
The Polytechnic at Mikkeli offers a post-graduate 
 programme for digital archiving and is intending to 
offer a Masters programme with IT in digital 
 archiving, preservation and EDRMS in 2007. The 
University of Tampere has started in 2005 with 
Bachelor’s and Master’s programmes in information 
studies including optional studies in archival science 
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and thus can evaluate the business options and plans 
being proposed. Such courses or on the job training 
should be recommended to those who wish to be 
 promoted into the senior ranks as part of the HR 
strategy (see below section 15, pp. 51-52).
Thus the Panel fully supports the National Archives 
Service’s policy of ensuring that efficient and effective 
records and archives management is supported by 
up-to-date and high-quality professional training and 
education. The National Archives and the Provincial 
Archives offer an extensive and impressive programme 
of professional training and education. Annually some 
1900 people attend courses totaling 750 to 1000 
 lecture hours. The costs to the National Archives 
 Service are 3 person years plus the costs of maintaining 
lecture rooms, equipment etc. Roughly two thirds of 
these personnel costs are recovered by direct income. 
We believe, however, that for some courses fees could 
be higher and more in conformity with those charged 
in the educational market and would be of benefit to 
the NAS.
One fifth of the 3 person years is spent on training 
for the archive degrees awarded by the National 
 Archives Service. This training cannot be regarded as 
a mere in-service training, since only 10 out of 30 
to 40 participants are NAS staff. We recommend 
the NAS to study to what extent this training 
could be transferred to or merged with university 
 programs and thereby included in the BA-MA 
system as envisaged by the European ministers of 
 Education (Bologna declaration). The requirements 
for the higher examination (ylempi arkistotutkinto) 
 include an extensive literature study; we recommend 
a thorough update of the current list of required 
 reading, much of which seems to be rather out-
 dated. 
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12 The National Archives  
as a Research Organisation
of research. There are parallels in the Netherlands 
and in the UK and the Panel supports this type of 
 collaborative proposal because it draws archives into 
the mainstream of intellectual life.
More specifically, the National Archives is hosting 
the research project on Finland, prisoners of war, 
1939–55.44 This is still a sensitive matter relating not 
only to the deaths of POWs but also to the handing 
over of Soviet nationals to Germany and to the 
 enforced repatriation of Soviet prisoners. The project 
will complete in 200 and a publications programme 
is planned. The role of the National Archives is to 
facilitate this project as part of its research agenda 
and, providing that additional resources continue 
to be available the Panel applauds this initiative, 
which makes archives relevant to society and to its 
 understanding of its own past.
As described in the previous section, the National 
Archives supports archival and records management 
training in a formal way through degree awarding 
and professionally in its public service provision and 
of course through its publications. The readers and 
 researchers have all commented favourably upon this 
aspect of the National Archives.
It also has a role in organising research on the 
 records that are of value to Finnish society and 
 contribute towards revealing the history of the country 
through the documentary evidence. This it does in 
conjunction with learned societies and other similar 
institutions especially in the digital field, through 
 catalogues and digitised images but also in the work 
of research itself.
We learnt that there is a proposal for a Finnish 
Graduate School on Society’s memory functions 
 (Memornet) which has university, museum library and 
archives partners. The purpose of this is to strengthen 
postgraduate research in this area and to assist the 
 institutions that hold the ‘memory’ collections to 
 understand and involve themselves in this field 
44 Panel interview with Lars Westerlund, 14 December 2005
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13 Publications and  
Communications:  
policies and practice 
information by going to the website. We would see 
this as part of the overall communications role as well 
as dealing with the media and the general public to 
increase the visibility of the National Archives and 
what it does for the country.
The communications role is not of course the only 
way by which the National Archives has traditionally 
reached its audiences especially those engaged in 
 research and the panel is mindful of the importance of 
publications by the National Archives in the historical 
and archival fields as a research organisation itself in 
these two areas. As such we support the view that 
 there should be a common publications policy for the 
National Archives, preferably the responsibility of one 
person, to achieve the coherence necessary to avoid 
wasting the limited expert resources of the National 
Archives. The post-holder would be responsible for all 
aspects in consultation with the experts concerned and 
with the Finance Department to ensure that where 
possible the volumes produced are cost effective either 
by sales or more probably by partnership or contracts 
with external publishers.
As in a number of other areas the strategies for these 
two areas of work, which the panel confirms are very 
important to the mission of the National Archives are 
still under development. We trust that these strategies 
will be completed and that clear responsibilities for 
the work will be determined as soon as possible.
In essence the communications activities are as 
much as could be expected given the resource and 
importance devoted to them. The Panel wonders 
however how effective the activities are in engaging 
the stakeholders and the Finnish public at large. How 
many people know where the National Archives 
is and what it does? How many new customers are 
attracted by these activities? We are confident that 
such events as the Night of Sciences and the Nordic 
Archives Day must engage some of the stakeholders and the 
public and we endorse this type of activity. But 
we are convinced that a more strategic approach is 
necessary and that a post for all communications 
 internal and external should be created to ensure that the 
overall communications activities are targeted at all the 
stakeholders including staff, appropriately and 
 effectively. For example, internally there might be an 
e-newsletter written by staff for their colleagues and a 
similar one for the external stakeholders telling them 
what is going on as distinct from just discovering 
International Evaluation of the National Archives Service of Finland
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14 Planning and  
management
In the course of the Evaluation the Panel were 
 aware that supporting strategies are being developed 
to enable NAS to carry out its mission more explicitly 
than in the past. We were unable to discuss all the 
 strategies with colleagues but we did discuss the 
Inspection programme, some elements of the Appraisal 
and Disposal programme, and the Human Resources 
programme. Other elements of programmes were 
at a very early stage but we did obtain staff ’s views 
on Publications and Communications, for example, 
which was very helpful. We were also given the advice 
of the Trade Unions and Staff Associations. We can 
confirm that all the supporting strategies envisaged are 
necessary for the NAS as a whole. This is not to imply 
that there is any problem with the work colleagues 
in the NAS are doing which is very professional (e.g. 
in conservation) but that it is necessary for good 
 management to have a strategy, supporting work 
plans, an implementation plan and then a monitoring 
system in all the main areas of activity, which the 
 Senior Executive Team consider regularly so that they 
can take action as and when needed.
14.1 Planning, Performance  
and Risk Management
If a strategy is to be pursued effectively, then its 
 objectives have to be translated into a number of 
 precise targets. The performance agreement between 
the Ministry of  Education and  the National Archives 
Service45 contains some SMART46 targets but it is 
sometimes not altogether clear how and why these 
targets have been chosen and how they relate to the 
indicators for each performance area. Agreement of 
a plan is meaningless unless it is accompanied by 
resource allocations. We recommend that this area 
of management be the responsibility of a Senior 
 Executive Team chaired by the Director-General 
 meeting briefly, but regularly, to take  decisions.
The Panel recommends that decisions about the 
performance indicators and the budgets are taken 
together at the same time and that there is a system 
of monitoring to the top team of the NAS quarterly 
to enable the Senior Executive Team to consider 
progress and where there are still budgetary or other 
resource constraints on getting things done. 
45 Agreement of 19.12.2003.
46 Specific, Measurable, A chievable, Realistic and Time-bound
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On the planning front there is also a need for a 
high-level ‘risk register’ that informs the Senior 
 Executive Team about major issues which could have 
an adverse effect on the strategy and the business at all 
levels, and which the Team should consider regularly. 
It is not just a protection plan or a business recovery 
plan, important those these are, but addresses such 
matters as the reputation of the organisation in the 
event of a theft or some other calamity, the departure 
of critical staff, the re-organisation of government, 
the introduction of new working methods and other 
 issues which might have a bearing on the organisation. 
In the light of these the Senior Executive Team should 
consider how to mitigate the problems that might 
 arise and plan to minimise them as far as possible. 
While the Panel realises that NAS is in process of 
‘cascading ‘the strategy and planning process through 
NAS to individual staff performance agreements the 
Panel think that some issues will need addressing in 
any case and have indicated these in earlier sections 
of this report.
14.2 Cost-effectiveness
The mechanisms for controlling costs seem well 
 established in the National Archives and the 
 statistics concerning outputs, productivity and cost 
 effectiveness sensible.  The Panel has some concerns 
that the amount of time apparently devoted to 
 administration which amounts to some 30% of total 
working time in the National Archives Service.47 
The Panel was somewhat reassured to learn that this 
amount included all of the Director-General’s time, as 
well as of the two Directors and of the seven Directors 
of Provincial Archives. Other duties, such as editing 
‘Nordisk Arkivnyt’ and running the national Heraldic 
Committee, are also included under this heading. 
We suggest that the National Archives might wish to 
 consider how it allocates its administrative time in due 
course.
We also learnt that, as a result of the Government-
wide Productivity Plan, it is likely that some 
 administrative posts will be transferred from the 
 human resources unit to a central Ministry of 
 Education resource for recruitment by 2009. The 
 Provincial Archives have little or no administrative 
staff but here we were told that where there was 
room for a reduction of any useful sort the National 
 Archives was taking on the administrative activity 
itself. In common with other organisations the 
 National Archives is reducing its numbers and is 
 targeted we understand to lose 4–6 persons by 2010 
through planned retirements. It is also targeted to 
 provide an annual productivity increase of 2%.
Where the panel considered there could be some 
improved cost-effectiveness was in the issue of full 
cost-recovery for some of its services. The Panel 
 recognised that income so generated was only likely 
to be a small proportion of the total cost but might 
 provide some possibility for improving the static 
 financial base year on year, which only rises with 
inflation. The allocation of the budget in 2003 was 
12,977,000 Euros and in 2004 was 13,512,200 Euros 
and was proposed to be 13,60,000 Euros in 2005. 
The point was made that in Finland it would be less 
acceptable than perhaps in some other countries to 
charge for services. The Panel still maintains, however, 
that for such services as training courses and copying 
services, including digital on demand for example, 
full cost recovery at least would be appropriate. 
The same could be applied to other services that are 
regarded as being able to be full-cost recovery or even 
quasi-commercial, such as charging a market rent for 
space in NAS accommodation. The Panel remains 
 concerned that the services subject to a charge in 2004 
(called ‘Commercial Services’) are running at a deficit, 
albeit a small one,  at 10.4% of the cost incurred, but 
one which does not include the costs of the archive 
premises.4
47 This calculation is based on the NAS working time sheet for Jan–June 2005 by unit/responsibility as discussed with Anitta Hämä-
läinen on 12 December 2005. Management percentages of time are allocated to ‘general development and steering of the archives 
service’ , ‘administrative duties’  and some proportion of ‘other duties.’ A new formula is to be adopted in 2006 in accordance with 
the productivity model developed by Statistics Finland.
48 Anitta Hämäläinen ’Cost-effectiveness of services subject to a charge 2004 – commercial services’, as discussed with the Panel 
on 12.12. 2005.
51
15 Human Resources and  
Organisational Structure
there are other post holders who have direct overall 
responsibility for delivering the supporting strategies 
now being developed. Otherwise it will be difficult in 
the present matrix structure, where people do many 
different things in the course of their working day, for 
any concrete developments to take place efficiently. 
This will require changes in some areas although the 
Panel would counsel against any change for change’s 
sake. Only where there is a clear objective in mind as 
outlined either in the NAS strategy and its supporting 
strategies or in the recommendations of this report, 
which are to be considered by government, should 
change be initiated.
In the course of the evaluation we learnt about 
the self-assessment, which the National Archives has 
undergone and the new personnel and pay structure, 
which the NAS has, we understand, successfully 
 introduced. It is to be congratulated on this as 
such assessments and certainly changes in pay and 
 performance schemes are often very difficult for all 
concerned. In discussion with the Staff Associations 
and the Trades Unions the Panel learnt that there 
was some unspecified discontent but not apparently 
to do with the pay issue itself. The main areas for 
The Strategy 2010 notes that ‘in the next decade, 
 turnover at the National Archives Service will be 
 almost 50%, as staff retire.  It is especially important 
to pass on the expertise and knowledge of the National 
Archives staff to new generations of employees’.49 This 
will need to be done on a training basis within the 
NAS.
This circumstance however provides an opportunity 
to make some changes to the structure itself and the 
Panel wishes to reiterate here that the work to be done 
now and in the future in the records management, 
selection, transfer and archiving side, including the 
 digital services the NAS wishes and should provide, 
will require some major restructuring to be successful. 
We consider that there should be a Director in charge 
of the government services as described above and 
that this post should also concern itself with all the 
relevant issues of selection and transfer (including 
private archives if that is more cost-effective) as well 
as other matters of an overarching nature as Deputy 
to the Director General. 
We also consider that it is essential to have a post, 
which is responsible for the communications of the 
National Archives Service as a whole and to ensure that 
49 Strategy 2010, p. 28.
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 improvement in the results of the self–assessment 
were in the processes of the NAS which the strategies 
and implementation plans are addressing, leadership 
and management issues including commitment to 
the objectives of the NAS, which the Panel assumes 
also include communications internally and external-
ly and the issues around HR and the prospects for 
 career development and promotion.  Recognition of 
the work of the National Archives Service and its staff 
also need addressing and the Panel hopes that in that, 
at least, we have been able to assist in the course of 
our work with the NAS and its stakeholders.
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implementing decisions concerning the acquisition 
and long-term preservation of electronic materials in 
the public administration. 
In recent years, many legislative reforms and far-
reaching reforms in the public administration have 
had a considerable impact on the National Archives 
 Service. The aim to step up operations and improve 
productivity in the central government will require 
 active measures, especially prioritisation, from the 
 National Archives Service. The fact that the amount 
of over 40-year-old material to be preserved by 
 National Archives Service will almost double by 
2020 will require careful planning and concentration 
of resources. The question of resources and their 
right allocation will be the foremost challenge in the 
 future. This evaluation will also help the Ministry of 
 Education when it prepares a national strategy for 
information management in research. These are the 
principal reasons why the Ministry of Education has 
decided to carry out a new international evaluation of 
the National Archives Service.
The present international evaluation of the National 
Archives Service of Finland has been agreed upon by 
the Ministry of Education and the National Archives 
Service of Finland in annual negotiations. 
2 Evaluation organisation
The organisation of the evaluation comprises an 
 International Evaluation Panel and a Local Steering 
Committee.
1 Background and purpose
In 1996, the National Archives Service of Finland 
was evaluated by an international panel, at the 
 invitation of the then Director-General of the 
 National Archives Service. The Finnish Ministry of 
Education had requested that the evaluation covers 
the prevailing activities of the Archives Service, its 
 strengths and weaknesses, with a comparison to other 
archival services in the world. According to the 1996 
 evaluation, the National Archives Service compared 
favourably with national archives around the world 
and was particularly strong in several areas, but also 
had some weaknesses. The National Archives Service 
has, as far as possible, heeded the recommendations 
put forward in the 1996 evaluation. Most of the 
 recommendations have been implemented.
Since 1996, the operating environment of the 
 National Archives Service has undergone a rapid 
 transformation. Developments in information and 
communication technologies, the penetration of new 
technologies within public administration, expanding 
use of electronic document management systems 
and growing production of electronic records have 
 thoroughly changed the framework within which 
the National Archives Service, and all public archival 
 organizations, must discharge their traditional duties. 
The conditions in Finland for adopting electronic 
 systems on a large scale are good. IT activities in the 
central administration will be concentrated with a 
view to developing coordination and objective-setting 
across ministerial sectors. The National Archives 
 Service must contribute to this development by 
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2.1 International evaluation panel 
The external evaluation will be conducted by a panel 
of international experts during 2005 and released 
in February 2006. The International Panel will be 
 composed of three independent high-level experts.
The Ministry of Education has appointed  Chief 
Executive Sarah Tyacke (The National Archives, 
 United Kingdom) to chair the panel. The other 
 members of the panel are Director General John 
 Herstad (the National Archives of Norway) and 
 Professor Eric Ketelaar (University of Amsterdam, 
the Netherlands).
The chair of the panel may take a secretary. 
2.2 Steering committee
The Ministry of Education has appointed a Steering 
Committee, chaired by Director Sakari Karjalainen, 
to plan, support and follow up the execution of the 
evaluation. The Steering Committee members are 
 Director-General Jussi Nuorteva (National Archives 
Service), Deputy Director General Raimo Pohjola 
(National Archives Service), Programme Director 
 Katrina Harjuhahto-Madetoja (Prime Minister's 
 Office), Counsellor Katju Holkeri (Ministry of 
 Finance) and Senior Research Officer Leena Airola 
(secretary; National Archives Service).
3 Objectives and scope  
of the evaluation
The purpose of this evaluation is to support further 
development of the National Archives Service and 
Finnish information management policies. The 
 International Evaluation Panel is requested to as-
sess the National Archives Service's strengths and 
 weaknesses in relation to its mission and its role as 
the guardian of national recorded heritage and current 
record management, in particular, the opportunities 
open to and challenges facing the National Archives 
Service. The evaluation will also assess the system of 
state aid to archives of a private nature.
The National Archives Service will be evaluated in 
terms of its statutory tasks, the letter of agreement 
between the Ministry of Education and the National 
 Archives Service, the National Archives Service's future 
strategy, and the expectations the most important 
 interest groups have regarding the archival service. 












The Evaluation Panel is requested to put forward 
 recommendations for the future development of 
the National Archives Service. The expert advice of 
the Evaluation panel will be used, on the one hand, 
by the National Archive Service in its own internal 
 decision-making and, on the other, by the Ministry 
of Education in developing information management 
policies and strategic goal-setting in Finland.
4 Evaluation panel’s tasks, 
responsibilities and work 
arrangements 
In conducting the evaluation, the panel members will 
























The National Archives Service will be responsible for 
compiling the evaluation background information and 
organising the site visits.
The Ministry of Education is liable for assisting 
the Evaluation Panel in meetings and in preparing 
the evaluation report, and for technical editing of 
the evaluation report.  The evaluation report will 
be published in the Publications of the Ministry of 
Education both in printed and electronic form (www.
minedu.fi).
The Panel will provide the Steering Committee 
with the draft report, including the main conclusions 
and recommendations, by 15 January 2006. The 
 report will be reviewed in the draft form by the 
 Steering Committee, to allow the Panel to correct any 
factual errors. The accuracy of facts will be checked 
by the Steering Committee by 1 February 2006. The 
Chairperson of the Panel will approve and sign the 
final report by 27 February 2006.
The evaluation will be confidential until the 
 evaluation report is published.
5 Timetable
The evaluation will proceed according to the following 
timetable:
May–June 2005 Background information 
September 2005 Self assessment report
 Vakka benchmarking report
25–29th Oct 2005 First panel meeting and site visits
12–16th Dec 2005 Second panel meeting  
 (Provincial Archives)
February 2006  Report presented
6 Funds 
The evaluation will be financed by the Ministry of 
Education. All travel expenses related to Panel’s vi-
sits and accommodation in Finland will be covered or 
reimbursed by the Ministry of Education. 
The Ministry of Education will pay a honorarium 
to the Panel Members and the secretary of the panel. 
The honorarium will be paid after the report has been 
accepted and signed by the Chairperson.
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Appendix B 
Members of the International  
Panel: Biographies
London (from 2002).
Responsible for the strategic approach to 
 records management and digital records in the UK 
 government and for the implementation of the 
 Freedom of Information Act 2005 as it affected the 
historical record, and previously for building the 
New Public Record Office at Kew, which opened in 
December 1995, and for the award winning Family 
Records Centre in Central London, which opened in 
April 1997.  TNA is a Charter Mark organisation and 
serves 300,000 visitors a year and delivers about 160 
million online page-impressions a year, including full 
transactional services.
Professor Eric Ketelaar was born in 1944 and has 
been Professor of Archivistics in the Department of 
Media Studies of the Faculty of Humanities of the 
University of Amsterdam since 1997. Also Honorary 
Professor at Monash University, Melbourne (Faculty 
of Information Technology). His current teaching and 
research are concerned mainly with the social and 
 cultural contexts of records creation and use. 
He was educated as a lawyer and legal historian, 
 received his LLM (1967) and LLD (cum laude) degrees 
from Leiden University. He was Assistant Lecturer of 
Legal History at Leiden University, Secretary of the 
Mrs Sarah Tyacke (Chair) CB FSA FRHist S, Hon 
D Phil, Leverhulme Emeritus Research Fellow and 
 Visiting Professor, Royal Holloway, University of 
London and Distinguished Research Fellow, School 
of Advanced Study, London University.
Keeper of Public Records and Historical Manu-
scripts Commissioner for the United Kingdom 
 Government and Chief Executive of the National 
 Archives of England and Wales, January 1992–
 October 2005. Responsible for the establishment 
of the National Archives, which incorporates the 
 Public Record Office and the Historical Manuscripts 
 Commission, in April 2003.
Earlier career included being Director of Special 
Collections, British Library 196–1991, undertaking 
a government Scrutiny of British Library preservation 
policies and practice under the Efficiency Unit of the 
Cabinet office of the UK government 195–196, 
and being the Map Curator in British Museum/
Library, 196-4. Has also been Vice President of 
the International Council on Archives 1996–2000, 
 President of the Hakluyt Society 1997–2002 and is 
now chair of the International Records Management 
Trust (IRMT).  Currently serves as a governor of 
 London Metropolitan University (from 2003) and 
a council member of Royal Holloway, University of 
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Archives Council, Director of the Dutch State School 
of Archivists, and Assistant to the General State 
 Archivist. Deputy General State Archivist 190–194; 
State Archivist of Groningen Province 194–199; 
General State Archivist (National Archivist) of The 
Netherlands from 199–1997. From 1992–2002 he 
held the chair of archivistics in the Department of 
History of the University of Leiden. In 2000–2001 
he was The Netherlands Visiting Professor at the 
 University of Michigan (School of Information). 
He has served the Royal Society of Dutch Archivists 
as Vice President, and President, and was Chairman of 
the Steering Committee on Automation. In 197 the 
Society awarded him the first Hendrik van Wijn me-
dal for work as editor of the series of thirteen guides 
to the archival repositories in the Netherlands. 
He served as Secretary for Standardization of the 
International Council on Archives (ICA), 190–194, 
and as Secretary of the International Conference of 
the Round Table on Archives 194–1992. In 1996–
2000 he was Chairman of the Program Management 
Commission, Vice-President and (199–2000) Acting 
President of the ICA. In September 2000 he was 
 appointed Honorary President of ICA. 
He is an elected member of the Society of Dutch 
Literature and the Royal Dutch Academy of Sciences. 
In 197 the French Government presented him 
with the order of Chevalier de l'Ordre d'Arts et des 
Lettres. In 2003 H.M. Queen Beatrix nominated him 
an Officer of the Order of Oranje-Nassau. 
He has written some 250 articles and has written 
or co-authored several books, including two general 
introductions on archival research and a handbook on 
Dutch archives and records management law. Since 
196 he has been editor of a multi-author loose-
leaf handbook on archives and records management 
 methodology and practice (now more than 1500 
pages). In 1997 The Archival Image, a collection 
of his essays in English, French and German, was 
published. He is one of the three editors-in-chief of 
Archival Science: International Journal on Recorded 
 Information.
Professor John Herstad Born in Bergen July 10, 1936. 
Historian by profession. Educated at the University 
of Bergen 1963. Professor of modern history at the 
University of Tromsø in 1974. Chaired the Norwegian 
Research Council for Humanities and Social Science, 
1976-1. Appointed National Archivist and Director 
General of the National Archives of Norway in 192. 
Will retire in the summer of 2006.
Dr David Leitch (secretary) currently Head of Chief 
Executive’s Department, The National Archives (TNA) 
of the United Kingdom and member of the Manage-
ment Board, 2000-06; has previously been Corporate 
Planner and Head of Archive Inspection at TNA; also 
served as a Curatorial Officer with the Historical Ma-
nuscripts Commission and began his career at Glas-
gow City Archives; has been on the editorial board 
of ARCHIVUM and Comma (International Council 
on Archives) since 1993; Chair of the UK and Ireland 
Committee of the Blue Shield since 2005.
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The management of paper  
and electronic records, inspections, 












































































and	statistics	(Majlis	Bremer-Laamanen,	2.1.2006)         
















Publication and Communications 
by the National Archives Service 











List of Interviewees and visits
List of persons interviewed by Mrs. 
Sarah Tyacke 6–8 December 2004  
Tuesday 7 December 2004
Meeting with Ministry of Education	
Mr	Sakari	Karjalainen,	Director	
Ms	Anne	Luoto-Halvari,	Senior	Adviser




Helsinki University Library (National Library of Finland) 
Mr	Juha	Hakala,	Director,	Information	Technology






Wednesday 8 December 2004
Finnish Literature Society 
Mr	Tuomas	M.	S.	Lehtonen,	Secretary	General	
Mr	Lauri	Harvilahti,	Director	of	the	Folklore		Archives






List of persons interviewed by  
the Panel 25–29 October 2005
26 October 2005






Inspections in the Provincial Archives	
Mr	Jari	Lybeck,	Director,	Provincial	Archives	of	
Hämeenlinna	








































































List of persons interviewed by  
the Panel 11–16 December 2005
Monday 12 December 2005
Human resources policy. New payment system etc.	
Ms	Anitta	Hämäläinen,	Administrative	Director,	NA	
Mr	Raimo	Pohjola,	Deputy	Director	General,	NA











City of Mikkeli 
Mr	Sune	Lehkonen,	Planning	Manager


























Wednesday 14 December 2005
Development of governmental IT-policy
	 Mr	Jaakko	Kuusela,	Project	Director,	Ministry	of	Finance
	 Ms	Leena	Honka,	State	IT	Director,	CIO,	Ministry	of	Finance













































Friday 16 December 2005







































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































Tässä kansainvälisessä arvioinnissa tarkastellaan ar-
kistolaitoksen tulevaisuutta ja kehitystä suomalaisessa 
tietoyhteiskunnassa niiden ohjeiden mukaan, jotka 
opetusministeriö toimeksiannossaan antoi arviointipa-
neelille. Arviointipaneeli on pyrkinyt muodostamaan 
käsityksen arkistolaitoksen roolista ja nykyisestä työn-
kuvasta, sen vahvuuksista ja mahdollisuuksista sekä 
haasteista, joita arkistolaitoksella on edessään. Paneeli 
keskittyi arvioinnissaan ennen kaikkea alueisiin, jotka 
kaipaavat kehittämistä tilanteessa, jossa suomalaisessa 
yhteiskunnassa tapahtuu suuria muutoksia ja maail-
massa on käynnissä informaatiovallankumous. Vertai-
lukohtamme, siinä määrin kuin vertailu ylipäätään on 
mahdollista, ovat maailmanlaajuisia, mutta ne perus-
tuvat ennen kaikkea pohjoismaisiin ja pohjoiseuroop-
palaisiin esimerkkeihin maista, joista paneelin jäsenet 
ovat itse kotoisin.
Tässä luetellut keskeiset suositukset heijastavat ar-
viointipaneelin käsitystä niistä tehtävistä, joissa arkis-
tolaitoksella on laajasti katsoen tärkeä rooli informaa-
tion, koulutuksen, kulttuurin sekä julkisen hallinnon 
alalla. Yksityiskohtaiset perustelut suosituksille sekä 
arkistolaitoksen käytännön toimintaa koskevat lisä-
























































































































































































































David Leitch (sihteeri) 
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Sammanfattning
Arkivverkets avgörande roll  


























Syftet med denna internationella utvärdering är att 
betrakta arkivverkets framtida utveckling inom ramen 
för det finländska informationssamhället och enligt 
de befogenheter som undervisningsministeriet givit 
utvärderingspanelen. Panelen har strävat efter en 
insikt i arkivverkets roll och uppgift i dag, dess starka 
sidor, potential och givetvis även de utmaningar som 
arkivverket står inför. Speciell uppmärksamhet har 
fästs vid de områden som måste utvecklas vidare 
med tanke på de omvälvningar som det finländska 
 samhället genomgår som bäst och den globala info
rmationsrevolutionen. Jämförelseorganisationerna, 
i den mån de är relevanta, valdes från hela världen, 
men representerar dock i första hand Norden och de 
nordeuropeiska länderna, liksom även medlemmarna 
i utvärderingspanelen.
Här räknas upp de viktigaste rekommendationerna, 
vilka avspeglar panelens uppfattning om de mera 
 genomgripande frågorna inom information, utbildning, 
kultur, förvaltning och statsstyre, för vilka arkivverket 
spelar en viktig roll. De detaljerade motiveringarna 
för de här rekommendationerna, samt ytterligare 
synpunkter på andra aspekter av verksamheten, 



















































































































































































































David Leitch (sekreterare) 
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